REGimREO Na IX. U>. N>-7J 








QTRcf ^ ^PI^P1?r 

^lie ©ai&ette of <3ti<Iia 


irTfwwTT # srcrfim 

PUBLISHED BY AinnORITY 


Bo 13 ] ^ fTmt, BfHjtiT, b| 10 , isse/Birnt 20, loos 

No. 13] NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, MAY 10,1986/VAlSAKHA 20, 1908 


Tff vnr; if fwKT TO iTPft ^ imr ifim < w *f 

T'BT BT 

Sepinite Piglag L given to this Paa In order tbal it may be Hied as a 

separate compilation 

irnr n—^ (iii) 

PART n—Section 3—Sub-section (iii) 

(iOt tW ifw imwiit trtfBTc) 5.1V*fnfTaI rm Btft fnsq m? witm «rtT art»TB;B»nit 

Orders and Notifications issoed by Central Authorities (other than Administrations of Union 

Territories) 


inT?! npfm 

wm 

>t| 7 It 2 ^, 19 S 6 

DT. IT , 83 .—irofw VT ^ WI it ^ ^ ^ ( 2 ) Jf )m TDTPTnT ft'HW THH ^ Pnf- 

^ % ft(Tr r?Fir (3) it pHst-m-iSa' b jTrr (4) it »rnT^ fWrT^^ Pr^tTT nr?^ twt wnnff, <t>[; srf^- 

fMbw oftrfwT, 19 51 fTTf Tprn^ 197 fwff ktt tTTmft % (5) it ir>TT ■oiilvis' wq% PimHh 'JTiff w eifer 

if *nrTr Tonr % aftr/oitTr ffPr ^ ^rftrsT <Tn:^ it nn'i;?! 

3^ STT ifwritirf ^ TT^rtT ’tt wnwsT % firt ^ fit s?t| snr^ ipm niitu^ui fer ^ in ttirr 

Pn? qr, nPt ipt< qiw fnqWn wrtir tt it? totthti ?> iptt | qm wnwnr fnx; sitf 

ant'n moq in uTprtTqnr ft : 

on: w, Pmfqn viq~ l ii ^ nfePtmT sft sm lo-r if ’W iff nr rift ftr ttfw (4) if frPffSra izrfwr'f iff ir «tt 

PudV ijnTji^if Tfur T Pram Tmi nnTT Pram % rmpr ^ init sAr ?f% ^ Prq yrr min ift eiAn if rffn vt ift mnmfSi 
^ finf Pnt^ ifffiTT tttit ft 1 

nr rift 


T, If. PrstmTiTTPnrm PmtmT- 4 ft?fiffsm.rf. sAranr 

Pmtmr niA mA nmiff m nnr q tmi 

pRftmm mm 

1 2 3 

4 

5 

1. TrsriTmPfaRfrmm no-^n (rr.nr.) 
rmiTmPmtmT, isss 

^Th fim, ni^tH^ 

?r^Tfr?T 

PffajTtr mm i; omr ifk 

^ it hwT eiftm TTft it mrw 

^ 1 


1320L86—1 


(405) 






4^6 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 

; M.AY 10, 1986,A^AT8AKHA .^9, 19.98 

[PartII— Sbc. 3(iu)] 

] 

2 
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.7 

2, 

TTSTFTT^ H7TT 

"PT so-ttjVtV 

pft IJIT 4n>it, 

f55V55 wijff 55 5?ti ifl iV5T 


HraTT^ 1985 

firor ?T5Tf 4I'81-5PI 1 

TtP^TT 517?1 4 415751 Tlf 1 

3 - 



«?t irfiraT, 5 41 
vtWV, Pw inrf JTTstjr, 

-5lfV- 




TTSfWm 1 


4. 


167-ftrfr^ 

.4V 5I.J7T -m, 515 irt?f(r, ?i^»fVw 
%lV^V. TpfUTR' 1 

-5^- 

S. 



*iV 7I5 t4V fv?^, fwVV (t^), 

ftfii (m t9f4i5 AVtt ?r *155 ti- 




AfiTlM-uftiiTr, fwr IVrVi^, 

IVffTT 574 4 751515 "fiV 1 




TWpqW 1 


6. 

-iniV 

17 5-fff5RT (tf.W.) 

4fv 8551^, 515 55lfV5, 'fVSIiffTO, 

I 55 V 55 Kiiff 51 5Vf ifV 4wiflfr%5 




fwr 4I1H5H1 

5174 4 «715,5 74 1 

7. 

-55!V- 

-5|t- 

4V 5rTi Tm, Tnfcn ti »to, 
murarcV, Ptorr 5i¥.fT, 73117515 1 

-«f<V- 

8. 

-55?r- 

60-R)8KI 

?fV ifV^ 7115, 

5T575 5rfV, finrr^, p55T 5557, 

-5lfV- 




7357515 1 4 


9. 


62-Pnpn^ 

wV .p;^ 515, 

-5^1- 




5i5 455155, Tlwrm Tfomi 

f^T^TT WTfTT( 





7157535 1 


10 . 

-«r^r- 

63-’7W5T: 

«fV fciflw fTn;:, 

265j WT'iiMd 'HTT, 

74715«, 7357515 1 

-5Tfr- 

11 . 

-5t- 

64-«iKr*Tnfr 

5V 735 515, 

5t5 5 11535T5T 455 5T7fV, 

11^7^5 51.11.1141, ftl51 555A 
715*515 1 

-«nfv- 

12. 

-5^- 

6 6-^TOWI^ 

«fV IfTlV, 

5t5 57151, 51775151 

TR^^TFT 1 

“54V- 

13. 

-5^- 



-4r4V' 




TPiwr^ i 


14. 


6 ^ , 'jfT . ) 

>tfr snTFfr. ^ 





7157515 1 


15. 

-5^r- 

lQ2-mV^ 

«fV 571571 finj. 

- 54 V- 




515 'T?5^, 4,157515151515, 

7IIJ5V5 f551 5F^, 





7157515 1 


16. 

-5^t- 

194-^t85HI 

«fV 5lfW, 

54fifT5 tVPt 4 4^ 5lf<ff5 T74 




515 597 515i5t51 hOhUI, f1!(4l5 

55165 74 ' 


TTsTRTW I 
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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

N«w Delhi, the 7th April, 1986 

O.N. 83.—’W'hereas the Election Commission is iBtished 
iliat lacJi of the conte.stiug candidates specified in column 
i,4j of [lie Table belotv at the elect'on to the Rajasllinn 
Fccislative Asbernbly as specified in column (2) and held 
nom the constituency specified in column (3i against IiL 
name lias failed to lodge ait account of his election expenses 
or Filed to lodge tile account within Ihe lime and/or in 
tlic ijiiinaer, as shown in column t5) of the said Table as rc- 


qinrcJ by the Representation of the Feople Act, 1951 and 
the rules made thereunder; 

And whereas ilic said candidates h.ivc eirher not furnished 
any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
due not. c or the tlcclion Lominission, after considering tlie 
rep Lj.en tiiion r,,adc by them, if any. is s.itisJicd that they 
ii.ivc no good icason or justilieation lor the said failure; 

j'low. tlieiefore, tn pursuance of section lilA of the said 
Ac., ilio ileciioii Connni.Ssion hereby deelariS the persons 
siieciiiea m column (4J of the lable below to be disqualified 
fOr being chosen as, and fur bci"M a meiriber of cither I louse 
ot l-url'.ip-.ent or of the f-cgisiiitivc A.ss,,mblv or Legis'aiive 
I-ouncil of a Staie/Umon icritory for a period of 3 years 
from the date of Ihis Order r 


S, Particulars of 

No. Election 

Sr. No. and nimr of 
constitu ncy 

Name and a.:Mr..s>of th.; CmiJidr.t 

Reason for di'.qualificrtion 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . G ncral Election to 
Rrjisthan L gltlatlv. 
Ass mbly, 1985. 

120 —Das 

ShrlRnm Lrl, N g ishwar Unh 1, 

T hsilG .ng dhar, Di-.tt ; T hlawcr. 

Fail d to loilg. th rcc-'inh within 
tim and in th nvnn.r r quiicd by 
Uiw. 

2 . —do— 

30—Krauli 

Sh.-iRi'.t Swtroop, Oubzi Maiidi, 
Kirauli.Di lt : SawPi M'-.dhopur 

(R-j.). 

Fail d to lodge any account of 

1 lection L.xp t, .cr. 

3 . -do— 

-Jo- 

Shi-i .3rni t'o, Wizirpur D-’.rw’.za, 

K irauli, Distt. Sawai Madhopur 
(Raj). 

—do- ‘ 

4. —do— 

167—Sirohi 

SheiK’.poor;' Rtm, Villag; B ;rk't, 

T hsil .Sirohi, Distt. Sirohi (R'Jj), 

—do— 

5 , "do— 

—do— 

Shri Bh tw ini Singh, Pilari (M), 
TeiisilSh ceai.j, Distt. Sirohi (Roj). 

Failed to lodge th.', account in th; 
manner r.quir d ty law. 

6 , —do" 

175—Siwana 

Shrl Jagnicl, Vill, Btiuscen, 

Po,t Mongnt, Diatt; flamicr (Raj). 

Ft'il d to lodge tii.y account of 
election CApem.es, 

7 , —do— 

—do — 

ShriDhara Ram, T-tiya Ka Bis, 
Sam'idari, Distt: Birm.r. 

— do— 

8 . —do- 

j ) -Tijari 

Shri Giuri Lai, Kayasth\v.tdi, Tijerc, 
Distt; Alwar (Raj). 

—do— 

g_ —d^^ — 

62—R'linsirh 

Sbrip.ttiKh'in, Vill: Bham 3 d..w't, 
P.O. 3 Mill I Khurd, 

Su.b-T„hsii Goviidgirh, 

Distt: Alw;r(Raj), 

Foiled toIiidg anyr^cc^’-untofcl ction 
exp ns.s. 

10 . -do- 

63—Alwat 

Shri H trjett Singh, 265, 

Lajp it i4agcr, Alwar (R'j). 

—do— 

11 . —‘lo- 

64—Thunagazi 

Shri Rim Pal, VPO N’.ngal Beni, 
r.hsil Thinitgazi,Distt: Alwar. 

- -do— 

12 . —d'J — 

66 -Ltohhmaii garh 

Shri Munshi, Vill; Atodn, 

P.O, HmtJa, Distt; Bharatpur, 

—^do— 

13. —do— 

—do— 

Shri Mohan Lai M;eua, 

VAP.O. Liohhmangarh, 

Distt, Alw.ir (Raj). 

—do— 

14. —do— 

67—K tthumar (SC) 

Shri Bh ' da i, S/o. Prc bhnti, 

Vill . Bhirithal,P.O. Masnri. 

Distt , Alwar (Raj). 

—dc — 

15. —do— 

161—Kiarchi 

,dh'i 0 ilpit li is'i.Vtll : Pi'damp.ira, 
P.O. Dhalop, Tchsil Desuri, 

Distt; P.'Ti (Raj). 

—do— 

16 . — lo - 

191—Dr.dwana 

Shri Srdiq,V4P.0.B ilia. 

Tchsil Dj..dwanti, 

Distt; Nagaur (Raj). 

Failed to lodge the account in the 
manner required. 


[No. 76/RJ-LA/S5(8)] 
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«T. wi, 84 PtitHn ttfifpt Tt (tmwm mn | fr ’Tni •<1' % wwr ( 2 ) it tm ifre 

fTaNT % fwR <8t TTfwg ( 3 ) it firPittpc FTgt9r>T-«?r ir jflr tr { 4 ) it wfit ttr^tr itrIV , tT>p 

srfdfirthTij wftffmnr, 1951 tpn h-tfpt trnt^ qtd ftmt oitt «qftr?r ^7 RHyft ^ T?r«T (s) it tnir Triftrs xm fmtWr 'tpft 
»ft *wi[ it WBw tp 4 ; 

iiVt; Tfd 5i rkw fsR Tt: Rt WRTfThT ^r fTtd m WT ^rrmr ^mr pfsiiif.yior | m 7=3% ani 

ftR «TiiT^8=ff "D, % Tit^ra PriWr ^iPfpT TT qqiwiq ft qqT ^ 7 = 1 % qrq qrq wnwqr % fitR 

qqlRT ifTbq qr nftt^fq q<f t ; 

4T7: OT, pTqfqq wrqtn ttt nrffafhqq qft trrrr 10 —qr % RqqTyr if rW' qit qm'" % Tq«T ( 4 ) iffqfq1^»qfq=pffqqRsiq % f%ift 
tfr tfcq % qr rqrqr tiwt qrf ftuH wgr irqqT ftmq qfrqq % tw ^q iqr^ artr % ftpr qfr qrfrar ir 8 q W qfr qTqrqft 

% fin? sftfiiq qrTqr ^ 1 

qnqft 

/ 

vf n. fhqfqq iq fqqrw 

I 

qqq'fq PrqfqT ^ 
qfj qi.w , iffx qfq 

Prqfqq fff'q qr^f q»qiffq;Tqrq 

qqt 

q Prctqr qrr >pn?q 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . rJfr^'qT qrT qnnT'qpRtWT, 
i984(q?rTre5 trsq) 

4-»nq[< qftrq 

Nf qqrtq rtRqT Prq, 

1 1 O-Prqr;?! q^rT, 
qrpqT HTiT, 

TPqf- 400033, 

fqfq irCT si^ffstrT qqq % ti^qr arTc 
tiffl it Pfqhq «qqf q,T %qrt qilwifi 
q:T8 it tmtr 1 

2. — q<b— 

e-qflrffTWrt-qeq) 

«ft ftrj 

4fln!T fit? qirq, 
fiftfrq •t, a-<t, 

q 357, qrfffiqiiT 

q.nttqt, 1 ^,% ?tq qqr, 

«mtt—400037. 


3 . -qtff- 

7-»qrt 

qft qfw qqnr, 

fq1VItTr^r^flTq'^^fq^9rfH^T^^;q *inf{ 



31-^1 •tfttq, 

1 - 34 , ?tT»f qfiJT 
wnrift qpf, fWT 
(qftqq) qr*q|-4ooo7o. 

qtr *tqtT fiftw qttii Sf tmqisT 1 

4. -q^> 

ii-qifttqt 

4fr t^qatn: nq^q, 

qrqT irqq, 

iqtqr %. — 9 , mfaqt rfii 

( 751 ^) 

prqWq »qq1 qrr qftf vt itwr rftnr 
qiTa if trfiqw 4^ 1 

5 . THRsTI rFf RTWdq PtqWq, 
198 4 (qfrcniy yijq) 

i3-qi%ntq (R.4T.nfr.) 

»fr ^qa TqrqT >iq?r, 
wrq, qq?q, q'RS «W7, 

TT^-PT qr^qfq, t^qr 
qTftw iqtfTnrf) 

PrqWn *441 -pt qfij rt itqrr qTfqrpf 
qrtq if rtph i 

e. -qff- 

4a-'i"t 

4fr qrqtfiiqT qrwtjirrt, 
qtrfhqnr qqr, qw 

q. 29, qrqqi q', 223 , 
qrtrtfq, qxTt -00 



[?1. 76/ W ] 


ORDER 


O.N. 84.—Whinjas tho Ol^ctiori GjmmiJ';li7n ii satl'.flod that each of tho contesting cai'.didatci specified inioluini. (4) of the 
Tablo below at the election to the II of tho People as specified in co'.unm ) and held from the con tituonc) specified 
In column (3) against hlj nam; has failed to lodge an account of his olccli m expenses as shosvn in cedumn (J) 
of tho said Table as required by tho Representation of the pc pie Act. 1951 and the Rules made thirrurchr; 


And, wheroaq tho said candidates havo either not furnished any rcas.in or explanation fia- titc said f..ilurc c-von after 
duo notice or tho Election Commission, after considering tlic representations made by them, if any. i^ ;.'ui fied ihai they 
have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuaiKo of section lOA of the s,,l 1 Act, the Election Commiohon Icttly dalan.- the ^Peei- 

fled in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for bcir jj chos,,,ii as, and for Iscing, a nkuibei of cither House of 





[■friT 3 (iii)] i^ttTIT ^ xrsfqgt; Ilf 10, I93a/^WT« 20, 1908 4 )‘^ 

the Parlianwnt or of the Legislative Asittnbly or Lcgi Jativa Courail of a Staty for u period of 3 yoan from the date of 
toil order. 

TABLL 


SI. Particulars of SI. No. & name of the Name & address of the contesting Reason for tii'-qualilkalien 

N >. elo-'tbn parliammtary consti- candidate 

tuency 


12 3 4 5 


1 . 

Ooneral L'eiti.m to the 4- Bombay South, 

Hou>o of the People, 

1984 (Maharashtra St te) 

Shri Baldev Mittcr Gill, 

110, Esplanade Mansion. 

Kala Ohoda, Bombay-4000,33. 

Failed to lodge accimnt of election 
expenses within the time &. in the 
mtnn:3r required by law. 

2 

—;lo— 

6.Bombay (North-O;8tralj 

Shri Sukhdev Singh Jit Sin^, Udhan 
Building No. 8A, No. 357, 

Koliwada Colony, Guru Teg Bahadur 
Nagar, fl.>nibay-400037. 

—do— 

3 . 

—do— 

7' Bombay 
(North-East) 

Shri Malik Nawab, 21-B, Failed to lodge account of election 

Noor Manzil. A-34, expenses in the manner required 

Lai Bahadur Shastri Marg, Kurla (West) by law. 

Bombay- 400070 

4 . 

—^do— 

]2-Nashi(t 

Shri Zunjar Mahiuji Avahad, Failed to lodge any account of election 

Javor Blwvan, Block No. 9, expclLscs. 

Nashik Road (Maharashtra). 

3 . 


13-Malegaon (ST) 

Shri Sonawano Rawala Jaimal, 

At Kasht, post Vadcl, 

Tq, Malegaon, District Nashik 
(Maharashtra) 


6. 

—do— 

42-piiiVo 

Shri Kanoujiya Krlshnakumar, 

Motilal Nagar, Chaw) No. 29, 

R.No. 223, Goregaon, Bombay-90. 

—do— 


[No. 76/MT/ fi.-i (HP)) 


trrtw 

wT.rr. 85 —wfrt nrriTiTTgN (f) it^t | tmeoft % r^*T(2) ifiT«nPrfifln? trdr % % f^ri^ aft 

PtTtr(3)it f'isrf'd'f 'fe it gtIT r?r'lT( 4)it tfript rT«d ^n>dTSr?^ ’TtptrnTrdrd^T 'ttr-jF-Tird, t95 1 

nm trrfnr ’in fddiff irn ^-i inrofr ritr'd (5)if ipn 'jsifintr tM fmWd ifT "tYs iff "tnir ’ttf'sr-T if ttT'Ttd ^ i 

tfiT im tTRfirfY ^ tretr ftq laTir Tr iff tpTOpn ^ firn irr tft »mr ^ ffm ^ jit jrti 

fitH ifc; ^nRTtjR'i qv, Jifit siff )[>, fd-diT 'frit ^ q?srTr[ ttnifpi nt m rptrard r'i irqi | h 78^ qm-Jdd tiTtiddr fip^ qftf qqf^ 

tipTi itT timflf^rOT ^ ; 

am: *rg, fit’rm trttfn ttt tTftffdtrri qif witt khk if; tT.j>Tt7ir if ifH dfr tritTift % w^{i) if farfdfro gq Tqd tff Tt tff 

HTd thfinfi ■’TJq tT frttTd irdi qfrtrr % irdisT ariit rffr 51^ ^ fiiv wnr vY infPy if did trf qff q-TTruftr 

% ffin f?lT%T tf-rfim ttri k \ 

mv^ 

^.tf. fdnWd Td fwH ttiiTfftqYdd-ahi"ft ’Fi’tFt fdrfm «n fm 

■-f. q . aftr Jfrq W STT 

12 3 4 5 

1. fwTTtnti<111 ttmrOT Pinfdn 63-ir’^ aft nmifir?"rfY^f»TT fit?aft, 

1 98 5 (f^TprTrni) mm atidaft arm^Y % irraft 

<f -34 *rwnaT, wrirxr irtw, 

WfimiWT’t-380 068 (fp3nr) 

2. — aft qfer snfm Rif’ffttmif , 

rifinim mt, nrw ttYmmir, 

»tTi7it firnTmiir, fm «?mntK 
_ _ (>[11519 ) 


firdf^PT -fiT vYf aft Sron ^fw(T 
Ti^ if nnw I 

—dl^f— 




4J0 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : MAY 10, 1 986/VAISAKHA 20, 1908 [Part 1I-,Sec. 


1 


9 


3 


4 


5 


3. fcnR wr ifiT HiBrn ae-^rw 

1985 (WTRT TIsttI 


4. — 

5. — 

S. —^— 

7. —>T^— 

8. -^)n&— 

9. —ff-— 

10 , — 

11 .- 

17. — 

13 — 

14. —infr— 

15. 

16. 


— ^ — 

6 7—81^ <.+14V 

—w?V- 

—— 

—— 

— ^ — 

—wjl— 

69-TlTqT^J- 

— # — 

7 2-*I3rWT 

—«nfr— 


TfSTi;iT7irr»ni TtsT, 4 it sifer 


fiPTf iOflTi^TOH (iJTPW) 

STT^ Sr Tlfl3i9i 1 

*11 'tSu TruTpmf, 

f^l^l 1 <ia*i31'*13 


ST. 1P5%S fil^. 

3, ^ irifnr TPS JTiffl’T iftTlTpO, 

^STH tnw t'R-, s't, 

TnTPRfTt, 41IEPnSH-380 019 

('prorr) 

—sify— - 

«fy TRt srrram ttr-t fr^r, 

2488/5, STTnUrSTTST VII^^T, 
tTITSTSTT-380 019 


«fy T%IT ^RIuTTST, 

1 2/t/ 11, ^ ifmfr 

THTtR tSw If raNt ^ TTTT 
wi5*r?TfT?-4 (>prn?r) 

■—^l{l—■ 

*ft Ttt ftmsrr siimr, 
siTTfbiTTlf srwTj's, *,i*nrry0 sV^tt 

SrsTJUft, WflTOTTIT- 5 
(jpRTiT) 

--^— 

*fy »tKfl uTr, 

4 / 0 , q>itm Tftmrfr, <^tft 
’ m^n[4r,?rf>TO5rra-3S0 ni3 
(>prTra) 

»ft TitiinTrf'hmrri *rT|fTT, 

22 , Ttiftwnt 8>9TV0, spr imuf, 

VtSSISH-13 (tjwttt) 


■tI TPirTT TUrTTR unt 

51, ft ■O^TTT SIR pflDTEiV, 

^SS^TT, WlTsf, MJRinUlT ('pPTTl) 

—’iify— 

«fV VRfluiR ^y^amrf TiiT, 
aiyfti^ft isTpfr, iy*i- r, grmiT 
tlFffJTT, n^OCTSPI (T3 Tw) 


«fy SOWhlR TI«rp(TTf 8%«F, 

ITtrtr ipD 305, arSTTst SRTFTSV TT 
<fra « . 1, B^ft»T PtTR, RTftT Rm 

iH»otwif'35 (aTrm) 

— 

»fy ^tftwii anjfnw T? 5 

7 , «r!it wRirseV, 

iff?R4™rS-4 

—^__ 

*fy *0^ irftTPTP arifR ft?, 

ITT>ST Ttl, «iftr, 

TI?RWPf (iSTm) 

— ^rjV— 


ifyiTt^wT. JfjfeiT, —— 

i5TT4r:t. 5,r*ra4. 70, 

»|if. 

*r^WWTi;-25 




[*tnr IT—tjw3(ni)] 

vrWT ^ 3TTW : trf 10, lOas/'ftTrtf .30, 180 9 

411 

1 2 

3 

4 

s 

17 (a*114 wr TT Oinica (najxlH, 

72 ViiTsTT 

xpf IffTTPT VT'Tnfl' Ttrf tft?r,T'ITTf, 

xpr xTfff 44 'tiff rfV spifT arfliR- 

1985 (rprrpT TW) 


17 / 34 , nj tTTRrrr rfWnrfV, 

Bf!T^ *r 1 

) fi. —aiff— 

7 3-xftraw 

yrp) rT.It.i7A.p. % 'fpt, 

MOnSTT 5)>rrTr, vKgaiam -1 a 
frpTTCT) 

dY Tfm ttwurrr ifTrfbRTf, 

— 

19. —a'tft— 

7 (v Trr .) 

sYthtt, 

fir5iT^.?T (rprrm) 

'ff atf'OsiT 

— 

20- — 

7 7-*rft*T*n: 

17 6z /1 4 . sftTfTW »T^, 5^4, XTatfT, 

*i?hT7I*fT!f-380021 (<prxTtT) 
yiMn-aiHi JTPmtrf 


31. —triff— 

— 

rpmtr ai siitoi ^. 19 , 

«r. 4. 150, rjNnrijipranrTa', 
fnm ^ sitt, xr^JUTWH-s, 
(n^nclfl) 

WTT'iy !3^lihT ftlTT, 


ft] — 


mvWt ^ >^4^, nr^, 

PttuT atjRnr (sfsRrrr) 

qwflrani ifttroi', 

- 

23. —aift— 

78-»irt)»tT 

iftpOT <mpfV 

»rtY>PiT ttvR ^ wgatnura 
(rptrra) 

ttft ipT*FT ojiTpranr 

-Wlft— 



i^irtpr. i68,>rt^W-Tjyo 
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(f^tra) 



[#. 76/<pr,/85/(l-23)(f>r.F.)] 


ORDER 


O.N. S'!;—Whcoss tlio Elo'tion Contmii'ifon Is satisliod that each r>f the ;ontostlng canUidales specified in 
eolura i (1) of the Tabic bolow at the election to the Legi-laiivc Assembly as specified in column (2) and held from the 
conitituoncy specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as shown In 
column (5) of tlie said Table as ro-iuiiod by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And, wh Teas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure oven after 
due notice or the Election Commission, after considering the representations made by thorn, if any, is satisfied that they 
have no gojd reason or judiRcation for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, the Election Conunission hereby declares the porons 
specified in column (4) of the Table bolosy to bo disqualltiod for bc.irg cho'cn as, and for btisg, a mcmbtr .erf either House 
of the Pa'-liatnini or of the Logi lativo Assembly or of the Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
the date of this order. 

T>VBLF. 

S.No. Particulars of SI. No. & Name of the Name and address of the coiitosting Rea on for disqualificalion 

election Assembly constituency candidate 

_ „ — - - . 

1. General Election to 6'’-Mandal 
the Legislative Assem¬ 
bly, 1985 fOujarata 
State ■* 

2. -do- -do- 


Shei Jhala Fatesinhji ChandaiLsinhjI, Fal'ed to lodge any account of election 
Shakra Oahanchi’s Chawall CApon'^jS. 

Opp. D-34, Hospital, 

Khokhara Village, 

Ahincdabad-330 008 (Gujarat) 

Shrl Patel Pravinbhai Oordhanbhai -do- 

Sholgarawala, 

At Solgam, Tq. Viramgaon, 

District Ahmrdabad (Gujarat). 
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3. General Elec tii'n to 56--]l)iJiga£)7i 
the Legislative 
A'-serably, 1985 
(Gujarat State) 

A. -do- -do- 


5. -do- 67—Stbarrnati 


6 . -do- -do- 


7. -do- -do- 


8 . 




tfT^Sabarimtl 


9. -do- -do- 


10 , -do- -do* 


11 . -do* 69—Ditraipur 


12. -do- 


-do* 


13, -do- 72—Asarva 


14. -do- 


-do- 


15. -do- 


-do- 


16. -do- 


-do- 


Shri Natwarbhai 
Candabhai Patel, 

Post Chirkari. Tq. Oehgaon. 

District Ahm.'dabad (Gujarat) 

Shrl Patel Natwarbhai Pashabhai, 

Post Chandrala, Tq. 

Debgaon, Gi-trict 
Ahmedabad (OujaraO. 

Dr. Indrascminh, 

3, Nuten Prakash Park 
Housing Socioty. lujian Oil Road. 

D. Cabiri, Sabarmati, 

Ahmodabad-380019 (Gujarat) 

Shri Dabi Jaswantsinh Atuarsinh. 

2488/5, Naaa Bhabs’ada Shahpur. 
Ahmedabad (Gujarat). 

Shri Patel Babubhai Somiiath, 

12/All 1, Ketan Society 
Near Sardar Patel Colony, 

Ahnicdabad-4 (Gujarat). 

Shri Pande Shivshankar Dharamraj, 
Voljibhai C.>tnpouad Alkapuri, 

Motcra Road, Sabarmati, 

Ahniedabad-5 (Gujarat) 

Shri Bharat Vora, 

4/A, Yogoshwar Soc iety, 

Panchal Tekcra, Nava Vadaj, 
Ahinodabad-380013 (Gujarat) 

Shri RameshWtai Punjabhai Makmua, 

22, Gandhinagar Society, 

June Vadaj, Ahincdahad*13 
(Gujarat) 

Shri Parmar Punj^Ial Veshrambhai, 

51, the Rohidas Nagar Society, 
Chamanpura Asarwa, 

Ahmedabad (Gujarat). 

Shri Kantilal Sendhabhai Patel, 

Chanchlni Chall, 

L-8, Sujata Flats Sahibaug, 

Ahmedabad (Gujarat). 

Shri Kalidas Nathabhai Dhanek, 

Room No. 265, Anandji Kalyanjl’s Chawl, 
No.l, Opp. Arvind Mills, 

Naroda Road, 

Ahmedabad-25 

(Gujarat) 

.Shri Klrtibhai Chandula) Patel, 
(Dinoshbhal), 

7, Varsha Society, 

Shehibaug, Ahmedr.bad-4 (Gujarat) 

Shri Chauhan Joravarsinh Jawansirh, 

22 , Maneknathnagar 
Beside Qayatrl Society, 

Naroda Road, 

Saijpur Bogha, 

Ahmedabad (Gujarat) 

Shri Rajendra N. Mehta, 

Block No. 5. Room No. 70, 

Muni Quarters, Behind Fire Brigrade. 
Naroda Ahnicdabad-25 
(Gujarat). 


Failed to lodge ai y iu.coiin.t of (.lotion 
expenses. 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do* 

-do- 

-do- 
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1 2 

3 

4 

3 

17. Go Toral Election to 
the Legislative 
Assembly, 1985 
(Gujarat State) 

72—Asrava 

Shri Hadlyal Bhalajibhal Mohanbhai, 

17/34. Now Nararmagar Society, 

Beside Old M.L.A. Quarters, 
Chamanpura Asarva, 

Ahmedabad-16 (Gujarat) 

Failed to lodge any accouid oftlcttitn 
expenses. 

18. -do- 

73—Rakhial 

Shri Jadav Prabhudas Muljibhai, 
Dahovan, Tq. Borsad, 

District Kheda (Gujarat) 

-do- 

19. -do- 

74-Shaher 

Kotda (SC) 

Shri Kalidas Ganeshbhal Yadav, 
1762/14, Jivram Bhatt, 

Chawl, Rajpur, 

Ahmedabad-380021 (Gujarat) 

-do- 

20. -do- 

77-Maninagar 

Shri Makwana Manabhal Trikambhal, 
Gujarat Rousing Board, 

Block No. 19, 

R.No. 150. 

Khokhia Mohmedabad near Rohit 

Mill. 

Ahmedabad-8 

(Gujarat) 

-do- 

21. -do- 

-do- 

Shashtri Ushabon Kiran, 

Maroli Sugar Factory, 

Narol, District Valsad (Gujarat) 

^do- 

22. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Suryavanshi Bhagwandas 

Bhimrao, 

Boring Valani Chali, 

Behiiuf Maninagar Station, 

Ahmedabad (Gujarat) 

-do- 

23. -do- 

78—Naroda 

Shri.Abhichandani Bhagwan 

-do- 


Topandas, 

D.B.E.N. 168, Gandhidham-37020J 
(Guuarat) 


arf 28 1986 


[No. 76/01/85/(1-23) (LA)] 


»JT. 86.—PntWK TT W i ff FT ift ’PH | ft: ^ OTTwft ^ WW (2) *1 ftrftftcr ftHPT % 

^ (3) ^ jqr ?;F»r (4) Jr 3^ ftrftW ppri^:T *mKf, ^ 

wfirfJppT, 1961 ?PTT 3^ Pnitff IRT ?rm'> w*iT (e) Jf w ftaW*r «uiff ifrT ?)wr 

if *ra9W T?r |; 

3(Vi: gw fiTqftnf) ?t ^fipc ^*11 ftR srr^ qr »ft :3W *ww3r % ftr^ at ?ft qfrt -inTqr 4i<iaT Fpeftrw ftwr ^ qr iri 

ftn TT, irft qftf Pr^n: % twri; PraW:? qropr qii q? wOT*r wi | ft: gg% m gw % ftpi 

qqfw WTor ITT iqrwT'ftrff ^; 

^T3; WT, PraftT*r w8''Pr gw qf) artr 10-q? % qpjew it qfV (4) *r ftPiftpr sqftgiff qft % 

ftwi' *f( ew i ^TT ftig) TTW qit fwH flWT WaT Prmg iftiw % gq:w mPf aiTr % fgtt fg wr^ qP gR>a- it tjpr qft 
qpimfll ftR Pnt^ ’ftftff TW 11 

gnuft 


n: g. Prrfgg w 

fwrrg ggr Praftri «fg qfV 
iw g. artT »ltg 

Pmfsnr «n% 

w gfg «T qgr 

w ^Rsr 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. ftgiggsnqhgrgRor 

PWtgg, 198 5 

23-ai'l^ figg 

it. JtT^, 

— 2i 

•FIT; 

grd &gT ggg 
B(iqt>R(>i?nT65) 

ftfti IRT g^firg fifjr % finiftrg 
«ni1f w aiftrg qiTir # ghw 


132 OI/86-a 
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4 


S 


2. fir^pr WRTviwism 

1985 


34-'inflpT «fl Jiftuorr 'TWtrwl, 

159, iirr 

—400019 


3 


48 —"PTT »rnrt iifniTiwn, 

KTj^T im 

244, 

fi», niw^, 

ftr*hn, 400022 


4. 


«. -4^- 


108—Ojwdw rmr <0 '^wrirt »tinnT •nirtriw, 

•Of! s*rm, 

«T^ 

ftrm 

(*t?rot5) 

141— XtT^ 

PnrnO wtW, 

•frpE 

irtirr ^rpf^ PnrO', 
(nfra*5) 


fWa orcr wqir % wm 

<ffii jr miff hit t iRu t 

It 4Rnw * 


-mfr- 


PwM Mt 4rT nftf *fV?WT Tiftm 

Tt)r *r i 


-^- 




7. -inf- 


183—ftrtiWT (4r.»r.3rT.) »rni4t artm'Tr4«n, 

qlw: 

ftwt 

23 i—'reiTfl «fV trnw ulnhjiT 

ne MdK^ 

>»5rdn:, 

firviT »j^»TwnT 


Prifa gi<. r t( 4 faffn»(^ »iTwrT»ftT<lt>f 

•Ttra w ti[i 


PwfipT «wl w 4f»f »Q Swt mfirr 

r^it ^ I 


8. 240—^»»rn: «fV 94T>crjT 

i^E i^9f 41^ »n^, 

(»niTO«?) 

8 368—8iTW*T «ft XW»14ft 

»frt»ftT, ^ irm 

'lll'tc8. 




—<r({t— 


[w.76 jwp. /9S Or. w,] 
f^i WTt 


ORDER 

O.N. 86—Whereas tho Election Commi3slon ii satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in column (4) of the Table 
bdow at the oloetion to tho Legislative Assembly as specified In column (2) and held from the constituency specified in 
column (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as shown in column (J) of the said 
Table as required by the Representation of the people Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 





»iTWTTttanrtt;»?f 10, leae/tflr* 30, io)i >8 
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And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
duo notice or the Election Commission, after considering the representations made by them, if any. is satisfied that they 
have no good reason or justlflcatlon for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said Act, thoEloction corhmisrion hereby declare; iht piirc'i; pK 
ciliod in column (4) of the Table below to bo disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either Hou'-o 
of the parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State fora period of 3 years from the date 
of this order. 


TABLE 


SI. No. particulars of 

Si. No. & name of the 

Name & address of^thc contesting 

Reason for disqualification 

election 

assembly constituency 

candidate 



1. Oeneral Election to 23-Opera House ShrlBaliramD. Yadav, Failed to lodge account of election 

the Maharashtra Legls- Shlvpuri Hill No. 2, Narayan Nagar, expenses in the manner rfcquired by 

latlve Assembly, 1983 Nari Sova Sadan Road, law. 

Ohatfcopor (Maharashtra). 

2. —do— 34—Mahim Shri Haaumanth Mariaappa, 

Chalwadi, 159, NItyanand Nagar, 

Dr. Ambedkar Road, 

Boinbay-400019. 

3 . —do— 48—Nehru Nd^ttr Master Satyanarayana, —do— 

Rahul Nagar, (near Evhard Nagar), 

House No. 244, Chembur Road, 

Chuoabhattl, Sion, 

Bombay-400022. 


4. 


105-Sindkhed Raja 

Shri Jadhao Oangadhar Nagorao, 
At post Swana, Taluka Chlkhaii, 
District Buldaua, (Maharashtra). 

Failed to lodge any account of election 
expenses. 

5. 

-do-^^ 

l41-Raiatak 

Shri Sayed Kamal pasha, 

R/o Khanora, post Hlwara, 
via Kanban Plpri, Tahsil Ramtck 
(Maharashtra). 

—do— 

6. 

—do— 

153- Shlroncha (ST) 

Madhavi Joga Nanayya, 

At Nagepaiii post Nagcpalli, 

Tahsil Aheri, District Cadchlroll, 
(Maharashtra). 

Failed to lodge account of election 
expenses within the time and in the 
manner required law. 

T. 

—do— 

231- patbardi 

Shri Bharat Motiram Pardesbl, 

At post Pathardi, Taluka Pathardi 
District Ahmednagar (Maharashtra). 

Failed to lodge any account Of election 
expenses. 

8. 

_do__ 

240- JOQW 

Shri Baban Tukaram Nebar, 

At & post Ale, Taluka Junnar, 
(Mahamhtia) 

—Jo— 

9. 

—do— 

258’Pbaltan 

ShtiSarak^khamaji Anna, 

Mirgaon, post Wathar (N), 

Taluka Fhaltan, (Maharashtra). 

^^do^—^ 


[No. 76/MT/85 (LA)] 

By Order, 

BALWANT SINGH. Under Socy. 


Failed to lodge account of ele^’ton 
expenses within the time and in 
the manner required .by law. 



5 
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srfTvr 

ftWTr. 7 *r3?r, i986 

w. w. 87 :—msfrr w ^nrrw^T ^ wrr I fP 41^ WTTift % ( 2 ) if iwr Tr<nT & Prari (w 

^ ( 3 ; if ftfrfW ef}?r ?r |Wi' ( 4 ) if pTi^rfe: in^rr 

ursTiff, ?ffp 5tPrfMlrpT wftrpww, 1 esi p«it ^niV't pvrn 7 »ii^ primf skt w^ftra ^ ^iroiff % ( 5 ) t im ^n^rtfiRr if »wir fT<f^ 

^Tff p ^<aT ir ^crpat^ pr^if if tr^nw tiit ^■ 

ifpt ^47 ^r^TpTiff jf 'snir ITT tfr 'm 0 ?pt et at ^fff uriT^f *mr ^trsil'PW *n{t Owr | i<t 37ii(r 

XT?- ff-T ’I'l 'TT, pfx »iff( fWn PHTf ^7 Tnrn!]; Pwr^ trraftT w 115 amtiT'T ^f w ^ Pp 1371 ^ qia gw vw.»itii % ftm 

pff< WTJT m wniff^iTw gff |; 

!Ta: WT, pTPf^ xrrpfa gw wRrPm ^ mrr lo-r ^ w^tnor ^ Tf grr>ft w«r ( 4 ) if OiO i fttc wrftoff vt trtra 
% fpff gt gw i: JTT ftraf Tiw/^fg tw pTarg ggr wwi Praw gfcw ir gxw ^rr^ pfp: (jPf ir ^ mftw 

if ?ffg t 4 ^ vigurfg % Prc; PRf^ gfpw <pwl t 1 




grgiff 


ing Prxfw w:r Px^ui 

Prmg gm PraPpr iSg ^ iw ^1 

PrgWg wfff gPr awgf w aw *fk 

PniftiT gn-griTg 

tfpjn 

gw 

w 


1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1 . Pr^fT flT9Th g«IT 

1 - ag^r 

«ff ggpT Pt^gw-gf. 

pTgPig wgf git af iwr giftw 

Pf^ grtrrTflTptgPrT, 


gpgw'ngRorPnig 

•gppwrl 

198S 

2- ^ 

79-gSf»)p 

iff wigwRUTT tiOT fTT gmg, 
gi4>t. s g^g^f (ftui^) 

gtr 

3. 

94ngifv'gg»R 

^ Tnrggi giggrg urg.^. ctw 

Pwr ggsifly 

g<f 

4. g^r 

100 -Ttirfr 

«fr pTfigyrTTiRTSTO-gT. nigrr, 
gw-gf. tVw ggt^Pj^ 

(Ptpt) 


5. 

g^f 

iff Twg*s grgg, grg <P. 

wrwrwr .ansrr gtiprr, Prijn: 

gfr 

6. 


*ftTiJm9PTgrgggTg-<P. g'lmt 

Pnrr Tggffjt. Pcfr^ 


7 

8. 

g^f 

gijf 

<4f Tw wnf Pif gw gPt^t; gt. 
wNg Pwn ggwfy:, 

«P «rar*ff gr, Pr?, gw 

trtfg, 41. it^fg Prar wg<(ff 
fc (Pnw) 

g<f 

g^ 

9. n^r 


«ft «ffgnw gw gw ja^ 41. g*w 
gf Pwf gawf^i, Pnpr 1 

g^f 

10- Pi?n: PfHig ggr ^7 

Prt gnnTor Pwfgg, 

103-gppn 

«ff ^wiggwgwggf. 4Wfig 

Pifn. 

gift 

1985 

11 . 

g^f 

jgw’ anip, 
gwfew, 4f.-'ia, gWw, 

#>tTOg, Pr^ig 

g<f 

12- ^ 

106-fyWf 

»ffgfpwPwfl3: 

gw g^ 5 ^gf. awaifr 

Pwr^>piTTg, 

wt 

13. 

1 07 -gBgTfT 

*ff jTwigsgg 4Va4f 
gw-gf. griffjT 

g<f 

14. ^ 

g<t 

^ TWft W| 
gw guMj'P. 

^Tjatw ftfiT 

w<f 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

3 

15. 

ftari WWT ^ 
fTT wiEtiTW Pwfww, 
198S 

1 0 S-^FwT 

«ft TiW WW^ 

ITiW 'ft. WtjT: ^ftWT 

'HIf^wi wwfot^i: 
fiiir.3: 

PlBfBW SBUt wr Ttf Bt ?IBir Blfew 
P!Wi t 

IG. 

Iltt 

109-siwft (w.wr.) 

«ft Tww jir.i: ^tWw 
irrw^'ft. wi^ 


17. 



«ft wiwtw WWIT 
inw-tfr. sWht, 
iw?ryi: (fl^) 

B^t 

13. 


1 53- fWM (l'4TfT 

«ft ftiww wnwfr 
uTw tfr. irewj^, 

fwwr jwwi ftuK 1 

«nff 

19. 


1 5 0-^?TrTS 

Wt Wlft 'JWW TTW 

ST. jflwTT, «rrwr Tt. 20 , 
st. 'T^'.'jftfcm 
fWwr 51TT (ft^iT) 

B^r 

20. 

w<r 

109-W»#t 

wV WTW f%wY^ wwT 
irnr ♦wf,-, «nwi w«4t 
fwwr wTWHi, ft 51 ^ 

Blft 

21. 

w<t 


«ft wiwsw 5W.T 

BIW WTWHI, flr?IT 

wfr 

21 . 

wit 


xft ♦wiw 
mw^fWt Pftn, 

«rt. fTOiftwr, 

«iwr wit, s.wHi 

PrfH 1 

B<t 

33. 

wp 

«rfr 

wt wnfiTw wnr fii? 

BUT ftRVtjt 
'ft. wrtftj^, 

WRTWSt, WlWWfT 
fttfIT 1 

B<t 

24. 



wt 

sm wTHiftwtfw, 

1 ^ 53 ; wfts;, nrwHT 1 

Bljt 

as. 

>r<t 

2 4 2-WWW 

«ft wwtw SIW 

BIW W4t'li?vii 
'ft. WTIBW, 

'ft, Itw. WWW 
. l^WBT (firjH) 

B^ 

3S. 

w<r 

Wjt 

■Brwrjft w>[wn 
'ft. ^BWWTB, PlWT BBT 

ftrpT 1 

Bjft 

37. 


Wft 

wt WWKt fw? 



>iY. «rnJt 
<fV. WWW 

w (firfiT) 

«ft TRT - 
imr WTW, 'ft. 'SWiTt 
'ft.'^W. WWW, TUT 
I 


ae. >(<1 
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29. AtHM ^rUT % 242-*rT^ 

^rrtTR^r 

1985 

30. «n(ft 5 


31. 


3 2. 


25i-w<nrjr (w.'ht. ) 


33. 


a54-»iTr^ (w.«Tr.) 


34. T?l- 




irnr n<if^i5p: 
ftwT iftiT 

(it in^nmT !TOi^ fti5 

(erW^ftiTT) 
qft. finsn irar 
fir^fT t 

i^tTOw^iTTpr 
irnr ilifrrft, 

*0. l.JlfcqT, «Rr 

Pri[rT I 

TT4T, 

imr flnrftm 

•rPTT wuH, ftrm •mr 
flr? 

^fttwfiriTJrare 
Hm 'TTWMit^, 

"ft. ITTT^ 

'O’. 

ftwT imr (fir?n:) 

«fr i^ff 

^rfrrer 

(ftirc) 


wpff W Ttf %f|- 
11^ W ^ I 


Irtr fWt rrr^wTfwtf fifr *t^W5ir 

ni(l ftnn t I 


[^f. 76/ftf 


ord er 

New Delhi, the 7th April, 1986 
O.N. 87.—^Whereas the Election Commission ii satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in colunm 
(4) of the Table below at the election to the Bihar 
Legislative Assembly as specified in column (21 and held 
from the constituency specified in column (3) against his 
name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses 
or failed to lodge the account within the time and/or in 
the manner, as shown In column (51 of the said Table as re- 
QUlred by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and 
the rules made thereunderj 


<t. TOre, 

And whereas the said candidates have either not furnished 
anv reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
duo notice or the Election Commission, after considering the 
representation made by them, if any. is satisfied that they 
nave no good reason or justification for the said failure: 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4J of the Table below to be disoualifled 
for being chosen as, and for being a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a StateAInion Territory for a period of 3 years 
from the date of this Order ; 


TABLE 


Particulars of S. No. A Name cf the Name <t Address of the Contesting 
election Assembly Constituency candidate 


Reason for disqualification 


1 . Oeneral Bleotlon to 1—Dhanaha 
^har Legislative 

Assembly, 1985. 

2, —do—' 78^Madhubanl 


94—Warisnagar 


ShrtAja Singh, 
m&P.O,Ranglalih, 

West Champaran, (Bihar). 

Shri Lai Nerayan Rawat, Bara Bazar, 
Ward No. 5, Matlhubanl (Bihar). 

Bhri Ramcbandra paswan, 

Vill. & P.O. Hansa, Distt. Samaatipur, 
Bihar. 


Failure to lodge an account of 
election expenses. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

4. 

General Election to 
Bihar Legislative 
Assembly, 1985. 

100 —RoSera 

Shrl Vinod Kumar Jha, 

Vill, & P.O Sonupaur, 

Dlstt.; Samastipur, Bihar, 

Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

5. 

■—do 


Shri Ram Chandra Yadav, 

Vill Talipur, P.O. Kamarkala, 

Dist. Darbhanga, Bihar. 

—do— 

6 . 

-do-- 

■ 'do~~ 

Shri Ram Swarath Singh, 

Vill. Bandiha, p.o. Kanyan, 

Dlstt. Samastipur, Bihar. 

—do— 

7. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Ram Lakhan Yadav, 

Vill. & P.O. Bandhana, 

Distt. Samastipur, Bihar. 


8 . 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Laxminarayan Singh, 

Vill. Jahangirpur, Tola Eyanat, 

Distt. Samastipur. Bihar. 

—do— 

9. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Shri Kant Lai, Vill- Dudhpura, 

P.O- Mangalgadh, Distt. Samastipur, 

Bihar. 

—do— 

10 . 

-■— 

103—Balia 

Shri Fuleshwar Sahni, Vill. Siraiya, 
p.o. Kamal, Begusarai (Bihar). 

—do— 

n. 

<l0“ 

—do 

Shri Ramdeo Ram, 

Vill. & p.o. Sonihar, Khagria fBihar). 

'—do— 

12 . 


106—Barauni 

Shri Kaushal Kishore, Vill. hJarepur, 
p.o. Bachhwara, Begusarai (Bihar). 

—do— 

13. 

—^0 —» 

107—Bachhvfara 

Shri Krishna Nandan Chowdhury, 

Vill. & p.o. Manopur, Begusarai 
(Bihar). 

—do— 

14. 

—do— 

—dO'” 

Shri Trivoni Singh, Vill. Palidih, 
p.o. Churamanchuck, Begusarai 
(Bihar). 

—do— 

15. 

-*^0—■ 

108 —Cheria Bariarpur 

Shri Ram Lakhan Sahni, 

Vill. Shiripiu- Gahar, Tola Gudarghat, 
p.o. Sheripur, Distt. Samastipur, 

Bihar. 

—do- 

16. 

—do— 

109—Bafchri (SQ 

Shri Ramosh Kumar, 

Shailesh, Vill. & P.O. Lakha, 

Begusarai (Bihar) 

—do— 

17. 

do— 

-do- 

Shri Basudeo Azad, 

Vill. & P.o. Kariya, Habalpur, 

Begusarai, Bihar. 

—do— 

18. 

do— 

153—Shikaripara 

Shri Kistu Marandi, 

Vill. Darbarpur, P.O. Gandakpur, 

Dlstt. Dumka (Bihar) 

—do— 

19. 

’—do— 

156—Sarath 

Shri Shashi Bhusan Roy, 

Vlil, Oobra, Thana No. 2 , 

p.o. pattajoria, Distt. Dumka (Bihar) 

—do— 

20. 

—do^ 

199—Chandi 

Shri Auadh Kishore Sharma, 

Vill. Balchhi, P.O. Chandi 

Nalanda (Bihar) 


21. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Kaiiash Bihari Singh, 

Vill. Chigha, P.O. Kachharia, 

P.S. Chandi Nalanda (Bihar) 

—do— 

22. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Dhanapjay Kumar, 

Vill. Bhaltar, Nalanda (Bihar) 

—do— 

23. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Bhagirath Pd. Singh, 

Vill. Mllklpur, P.O. Madhopur, 

P.S. Chandi, Nalanda (Bihar) 

—do— 
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(1) 

(2) 

0 ) 

('') 

(5) 

24. 

General Ele<;tlon to 

199-Chandi 

Shri S'iron.lra Kamar Singli, 

Failure to lodge any account of 


Bihar Legislative 


Vill. K.amneddingaru, Bihar Sharif, 

election expenses. 


Assembly, .935. 


Nalanda (Bihar) 


25. 

—do— 

242-Arwal 

Shri jagdish Nath, 

Vill. Abigalla, p.O. Sarawan, 

P.S, Arwal, Disu. Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 

26. 

do— 


Shri Ranj Bahadur Singh, 

M’.iradpur Kagzi Mohalla, 

P.O. Bedrabad, Distt. Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 

27. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Lakshmi Singh, 

Vill- Kahakiya, P.O. Barsi, 
p. . Arwal, Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 

28. 

do ~' 

—do— 

Shri Lakhan Ram, 

Vill. Kheyra, P.O. Osari, 

P.3. Arwal, Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 

29. 

—do—' 

—do— 

Shri Laloshwar Singh, 

Vill. Sarmeshwapur, Distt. Gaya, Bihar 

—do— 

30. 

—do— 

do* "‘ 

Shri Baneshwar Prasad Singh, 

Vill. Khaveni Kola, Malkagaitj, 

(Dhobhi Bniga), p.O. Khaveni, 

Distt. Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 



31. 

—do— 

251'Iniamgaiij (SQ 

Shri Ravinder Nath Ravi, 

Vill. Mapjholi, P.O. Dumriya, 

Distt, Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 

32. 

—do — 

231-ImamgaiiJ (SC) 

Shri Rajendra Ram, 

Vill. Khajaria, P.O. Tilaya, P.S. Amas, 
Distt. Gaya (Bihar) 

—do— 

33. 

—do— 

234-Barachatti (SC) 

Shri Dev Kumar Prasad, 

Vill. Palanki Sakhi, P.O. Ouraru, 

P.S. Konch, Distt. Gaya (Bihar) 

—do—* 

34. 

—do— 

292-Jamshedpur 

Shri G.S.R. Muni, 

Failure to lodge the account in the 




W 4/7 Adityapur, Singhbhum (Bihar) 

manner required by law. 





[No. BR-LA,85] 





. By Order, 





S. D. PERSHAD, Under Secy. 




an?«I 



wT. ST. 88;—^ ^nTTCTR ^"1 w |;Ptr ^0% ^ 'iTC’JV Tffwr ( 2 ) 5f ti*rr !f%?r Ptott^ rtnflnj hthttwi 

1985 % ^ ( 3 ) ftrPrfro PrsifTiT-^T ^ jwr ^', (4) ^tttt n ' ^-^ufT , ?ftT 

B fffp T r g t:< r SjfapTiR, 1951 flwV-T SKf ITR^ ^ ??r«T (s) if IPBT ^ Sr PraflTT SJiff BIT Snsi 

'iiftad >R^ Jf 

3fh: wr CTT5f»rff ^ irnrs fin^ 11 : »fl w^r'i;B’'Tr % bt tV ifRir arq^r ftin ^ tt jrt fire; 

iiq bt:, irft Ttf finiR ■crreftB <pr b? wuib ^ w | fit but tnfBWnr % fin^ vtf bb^w 

BTOB Bf »BIbMbtb Biff 

WB: WB, fiqlBH BflftB BBB BfsffifBB B?f OTTT IO-B; % STTBl^B if B?! BTTufV ^ ( 4) *f ®BfiB Bft ifBB % filt# 

»fV BBB BT fitrfr TRB PtBR BBT BBBT fitBlB BfilBB ^ BTfB a^li: % fitq flfiB B?t BT^TB ?! rftB b 4 Bff TTHIBfq- 

% ftrt fiKfp BtfilB BTOtr t I 

bitbY 



fiiaUd WirfeBt 

wfiptWtTa?) ^ . 4. 

fipriBB ITTtTtff an BTB B BBT 




BBT 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1. 

BW firaTBBBT 

BlWrCB fiTBltpr, 1985 

18-ijtK BBT PraWB-tii^ 

sfY #5tTO BTTRVT, BBB7IT, 

Pibt4V bit*# bit qr^t, wm 
(r.st.) 

Bfrt <ft %Bn qrfilff bi{Y ftnrT 

3. 


19-Pr* THTT fiwlBB Sfff 

«fY WTBTB Bit, ffnrqBtTcrct, 

finsn- JBifHBt. (it. )t. ) 

-q<t- 
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VTTOT ^FT TTMfrw : Tjf m, iqRfi/tflmf 10 . I9n!i 


1 

2 

3 

5 

s 


3. 

nWT srtw f>wpr fTWT Sf I 9-Pt^ TSTT 

xfr fmt, HP3hr Atw, filRT-^T 


At ApfT 


triui '.yf 

1985 

(A. A. j 



4. 


—triff- 

sft 7T%»r xisfA, ifn jffirT % apt^, 
T>r, Aiffpr, un%-AT (a. a. ) 


-Alft- 

5. 


2a-'»wt:r jpai 

sff <P5Ar AtftAPff frPtSAT^, 

ATA tfhiT, AFFTTfl^Al, 

Alf4tA fVAt'AR (a. a.) 


-Aifr- 

6. 

-anfr- 


sfr apTAIA, ATA %A.AT. TtAAT 
fAATAK (a. A, ) 


-Ai^t- 

7. 



sft inflTTA fAf, ATAAAAST, 
TrfC-fAAtTr, ataat-aIat (a. a .) 


- ATtt- 

A 


-tnfV- 

sfl AIMSviA, ATA AApA^TAftAT, 

'1 JiHI-WA {A. A. ) 


_A^ - 

9. 


-4ifr- 

sfV gJlT %1[, ATA AT AhflAAr, 

AtfS ATAAf (a. a, ) 


-Aift- 

10. 


2 2.%^'«T (at . »fT. ) 

sfV TTA AATA, ATA A AffS-Adz, 

AAdH 4 aaT. firAT AfAAr (a. a. ) 


-ATfT- 

n. 


23-«rftfin fTRTlVtWtT^ 

)sfV J|i(iflA, ATA A aTW sfrTAA, 


-AlSt- 




ApfW 7^41, farAT-^PlAI (A. A . ) 



12. 


4 8-fVirPn: tnrr 

trl AT^ATA AVRtAt, 

ATA A AIta 'HIAA fAAT 






(T, A. ) 



13. 


-wifr- 

xir ATTTTflA B^fTATS-, 

ATA fAATATfft, 'At. ATATA, 

AA. AWTTT:, (aw JTtA) 


-A?ft- 


1-1. 



tft AWT 'Jf ATAAIAT iJAeAT, 
atJ a, fi, BSTrrt (a. a ) 


-Ajft- 

1 5. 



sfr tfiTA 'f AR. 

AA AWTAT tfirr 1v4w, 

1 .5, STTfAA ATi wpfTtfr, waRAT 
(A. A. ) 


^Afft- 

1 h. 


-tptf- 

sfr WTIA ffSAA, Tri A. 12, 

AWTATmf Apt, tjtpnp- (if 5f ) 



17 


S'l-Tpmir^ (at.'Tr.) 

AA'rSAt AATT. ffTAATTA «fA, 




At, dtATA, (A . A. ) 



1 K. 


-Alff- 

At J^ffRA, at! a. 12. AtAtA, 

At. AtAPr, AjpfhA'AftAPT, 
l?rfT^ (A. A } 


-A^- 






78/A. a. 


ORDER 

O N 88 —Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that each of the conte-ttinfi candidates specified in colu/rv 
(4t of the Table below at the General Election to the Madhya 
Pradesh Vidhan Sabha. 1985 as specified in co umn f 2) 
held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his 
name hT failed 'o lodge an account of h.s electron expenses 
in column (51 of the said Table ns required by the 
P™,!. AC, lO.-l n,.P. 

thereunder; 


And whereas the said candidates have either not furnished 
132 GI/86-3 


anv reason oi' explanation for the said failure even after 
due notice or the Election Commission, after considering the 
representation made hy them, if any, is satisfied that thev 
have no food reason or justification for tiie said failure; 

Now, thpeforc, in pursuance of .section lOA of the said 
Act. the Election Commission hereby declares the persons 
specified in column (4J of the Table below to be disqualified 
for beiri; chosen as, and for being a member of either House 
of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative 
Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of 
this Order : 
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TABLE 


S. 

No. 

particulars of 
election 

SI- No. and Name of 
constituency 

Name and address of the contesting Reason of disqualification 

candidate 

(I) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

1. 

General Election to 
the Madhya Pradesh 
Vidhan Sabha, 1985 

18 Morar 

Shri Kailash Narain pairakar. Failed to lodge any account of 

Resident—parkhji ka bada, election expenses. 

Lashkar (M.P) 

2 

—do— 

19- Gird 

Shri Aryan Khan, 

Vill. & Post Barai, Distt. Gwalior 
(M.P.) 

—~do— 

3. 

—do— 

—do — 

Shri Deepak, 

Baraor Vill., Distt. Morena, (M.P.) 

—do— 

4. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Rakesh Achal, 

Datt Mandir kc Samne, Kampu Road, 
Lashkar, Gwalior (M-P.) 

—do— 

5. 

—do— 

20 —Dabra 

Shri Kalla Aadiwasi Dhoyatwale, 

Vill. Dhovat, Post. Davrikalan, 

Teh. Bhitarwar (M.P.) 


6.' 

’ —do— 

—do — 

Shri .Tag Ram, 

Vill. Kerua, pargana Bhitarwar (M.P.) 

—do— 

7.1 -do- 

—do— 

Shri Dhaniram Singh, 

Vill. Agthara, post. Chitora, 
pargana—Gohad (M.P-) 

—do- 

8.' 

1 —do— 

—do— 

Shri Ralkrishan, 

Vill. & Post Simriya, 
pargana-Dabra (M.P-) 

—^do— 

9. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Summer Singh, 

Vill. Chak Gandhipur, Post. Bagwai 
(M.P.) 

—do— 

10. 

■—do-*" 

22—Seondha (SC) 

Shri Ram Prasad, 

Vill & Post Thret, Teh. Seondha, 

Distt. Datia (M.P.) 

—do— 

11. 

—do— 

23—Datia 

Shri Jagdish. 

Vill. & Post. Kamad, Teh, Datia, 

Distt. Datia (M.P.) 

—do^~ 

12. 

—do— 

48—Bijawar 

Shri Babulal Citaurasia, 

Vill. & Post. Panagar, 

Di'tt. Chhattarnur. (M.P.) 

—do — 

13, 

—^lo—H 

—do— 

Shri Matadin Ahirwar, 

Vill. Kalapani, Post. Nandgay, 

Teh. Chhattarpur (M.P.T 

—do— 

14. 

—.do— 

49—Chhatarpur 

Shri Munna Khan, 

Matwana Muhalla, Ward No. 6, 

Chhatarpur (M.P.) 

—do—‘ 

15. 

~ do~~^ 

—do— 

Shri R.avi Ildar Kumar, 

Sah Sampadak Dainifc Karttavya, 

18, Housing Board Colony, 

Chhatarpur (M.P.3 

—do—* 

16. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Sw.araj Ahmad, Ward No. 12. 
Mastansbah Marg, Chatarpur 
(M.P.) 

—^do— 

17. 

—do— 

50—Maharajpur (SC) 

Shri Ajodhya Prasad, 

Singarwankhurd, Pqst. Naiigaon, 

(M.P.) 

do— 

18. 

-^do— 

—do— 

Shri Hari P..am. Ward No. 12, 

Naug.aosi, Post Naugaon, 

Distt. Chhattarpur (M.P.) 

—do— 


[Nfi. 76/Mp.LA/85('2)l 
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ari'liTT 

pjir, Tj. a9:—«>ra>r pthtoft ft w ^ 4 t% ^ (2) Jr it^tt w % ftrrr rntn'™! 

198 -j % ffiTT ’it ppr«T (3) "4 ^ ^»T fdi'^ (-1) it ’jr^rit fq^tNr^ pra^ Tr?rr nr^-P s.-'Ri'fl, 

sffrrMrni !Tfyf:m, 1951 fiMT ^ Prwt skt^ Hi^r % (5) if w ^Tirfira 4 wirit wmt ti Jm 

^rfijPT 'rJt it wPTwr Tfr 

arYc 3 Tr!T nmt^r^f ^ rr^^ fei an^ "rT ■4t wrt7.prTr % in nt Ttf trif ■niiTr n|f fcn ^ m srrr 

for iru wnnt^ifr 'r, trf? Tir^ itRit % 'nnnr fnarfw wnitiT !»n £[f nRT'nnr ft imr % fe qra ai-mrnnT ?; f^. ^ 

qirfcn ’PR'n m nnntnrw nff 

wn: m?, firaf^ nnftir wfnfJnnr <rtt ottt lo-ip % ?igrR'>7 Jr fft^ iitt nRuft % Jrarnr ( 4 ) Jr ffirAnrff i^it rtnr % ftitt 

^ ?ppr % nt f^nit Tmr *itt fwn nw nirarr fern nfen % nnfn ariit fTn ^ fnir ?n nr5?r 'Pt nrfe Jr ^n ni nft 'Fnrrfe 
^ fni^ fefe ntP^n 'prtt 5 i 

nmtj 

tw 4 . fefe^rfeifen fnatfeto'itt’jpTPt. rrin nifT femstFtnnnnrnnnr fefnr iPT 


1 

2 


3 

4 

5 

1. 

ntnr iRn % fe nrarrni 
fefe 1984 

1 — tfifO ir^iiii 

fe franm.'Tt. sRittn, 
fen iraarra ( 3 . sr.) 

fernn fef 43 tprf ft ^(jr nfum 
3 ^ fen 1 

2. 




<it nf4 faf nnn, inft n 9"t. witi?, 
9^ fem nijtr n^arra: 

(^. q.) 

- 3 ^- 

3. 



s-feifk (w. 5rT.) 

ejfeit anmat, m. nqt. ijrJTjmTi 
ftfeR. ( 3 . n.) ^ 

-arlt- 

4. 

-arft- 


7->ftnrmn 

«it 'W'HfT^, ffW 'fem, 

"ft. ffei *insi4i4 

(«•«•) 

- 3 ^- 

8. 

-<r^r- 


-nfr- 

ffw 

f4*?n ^,) 

- 3 ^- 

e. 

-ifft- 


9-?mr ifetir 

aft ifeT f^tf, rtnr |tifjT, 

<rt. infaitf, fttm 

( 3 . sr.) 

- 3 ^- 

7 . 

-*nfr- 


11 -wfeT 

aft fejftft nm, 37 -nt. nTfiipTO, 

(^ - ^-) 

fftrfet fet 43 ftgr ftrfen nnir % 
infer 3 ^ fen 1 

8. 

-«rft- 


i3-4t>^t4tn 

«ft crSnm, nt. #81 ^iftfet, 
gftnjn, fnin '(Mmlra (^pr rfe) 

f3'tt33 anft 33 ftj 31 fen nFm 
n^ffipin.,, 

0. 

-T^t- 


i3-4t4Wt(T 

«ft nn^n tftf, wn ipnttnr, 
nt. fftgife, feTi-4r4Wtfr (^. n,) 

~3f7— 

10. 

11. 

-nit' 


-*r|t- 

i4-(nif4ifl'ji; 

«ft gitn, nt. laf, 

farnr ntmaftn (^. n.) 

■41 ’rir^tr nt. HfiJinw afepnarrs 
ift. amrinraTir, fenwrfarftj^ 

(^. n.) 

“^J 

- 3 ^- 

12. 

-ir^- 


-n^f- 

aft sirm feriti:, nt. ifsTTOTitar, 
»iifitfi'i< ( 3 . ir,) 

-mfr- 

13- 

-?tr- 


15-iat^ 

aft irrn, ift. ntfenra, 

'ftft (^, sr.) 

- 3 ^- 

14. 

-nft- 


19-fRrtf (w. an.) 

«ft xm-m, nrn 'nnTjT, 
ft. gW, fen fiftl ( 3 , sr.) 

-3ft- 

15. 

-IT^“ 


-n^r- 

aftnft F-mm tft, 54i),^tij^«X 
farrnfvftt ( 3 . n.) 

fer33 S!fft 43 it'in 333 % 4337 

uftMn ftfft ft nfer 3^ fer;r 

19. 

-4(^- 


22“’3'nTn 

»4V ftipi?! nra, lei/ifeftniR, 
3inrn (3. n,) 

f33t33 Binf 43 ftf ft ftlSTf nfef 

3^ fen 1 ^ 
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2 

3 

4 

s 

17. 

'TTW ?r»n nTfnror 

22-’3WTir 

«fV Trafint, irnr 

PrsrfqpT «i4t qq "Ptt 41 4w[ stIwtt 


1984 


91. fWT (?. sr.) 

,TOJ 

18. 


25-Wil^t 

^ 29, 

(^. ST. ) 


1 8 



«fl TO. tm imr 

tI. mm, ftwT 55mpi^(^.JT, ) 

-q^l- 

20 

—^— 


>«ft 'iifWiiretH', HPT qrt. 

Prshrm (wM) f^i 5iT?imT3; 

--qtr— 




{^o s. ) 


21 

—— 

—Wljl— 

H1?3T, ffPT ifTTwgr, 

>r>. (%^) (?.Jr.) 

—WfT-.- 

22 

—3r^~ 

— 

tfl miTO, Tf mm, 

Erwr ’I.) 


2.1 

—iTi^— 


iTt. irn^, 'll To/A, 

q->. tfilA, fT?rr (^.si.) 


24 

—Tfr—■ 


■A 4'ni T/JT, VT. ^ Tte TlwniTJT: 
ftiw ^'TiTi^v ("J.’f.) 


2 5 



VT TuwK, VPT Aftuiy:, 

—q^r— 




A. wilA, fror 

) 

2« 



■A ww Jf^rjT, nm 'TmrojT, 

^nw mi^ q1. Trini»i3; 

fsr<Tr qwan^i (att !i«tw) 


27 

1 

1 


«fl WjfljT ffPl 

-q^l- 


<rt. mnrnfiJT, ftprr 

(3:(T 'TI»r) 




28 



nft TOTtilT, m »TITOT, qt, 

-q<r-- 


Frai (fl , «r . ) 


29 


3 7—JTRnrt^ (w.'^rr,) 

«ft WT^'t 5Tin, THT ■im’nftnf, j; 

TqqWq wrA q/r 4 <it tott % irnrc 


A. ’Tijmff, fwr 

q iT^flnr Aftr 4 qiftrw 





Pro, 

3 0; 

3 

.iO—J 

■A wA 53iT4m wA 

«T4f qri vri 4l Srvr »i14^ 


UTO 3r 

WfWl IT. ) 

qff froi 



31^ 


41--’Wf«7T( j 

41 'in^irp/^ "Tits TPTTSsni, f^sri 

PTTftTO ml q:: 4^ B^ftTTf TOq 

(/T.H. ) 

if w-qq qrftrrr ^ fw) 

3 2 


42--?r^»lt^ 

41 14?, urq mA? thw 

prarfro q/i 4qrr n^ftr/r Aflr 

<tI, TTOrl? 

4 TTftm qift ftPTT 




firai Wott (?.!t. ) 


33 

— 


41 41?q TTJTjn:, A. ^ qr, * 1 / 3 ;, 

Piqlirq mt qrr 4wi tPlftrTT ttto 


fwr Wwi (7.q«) 

4 «T-<r T AfH 4 qifiro 
ftw. 1 



3 4 

—ijifr— ■' 

fi 1— ^ nVfr 

41 ffl4t4r m, TOT ijfTOT, ql, 

ffT^rfro KPft qrr qr'if 41 4qri qTftrw 



qryA f4m qitr«r4l, (TO^ !l^»r) 

PWi 

3 5 

—^ 

—tTsjV- 

41 w?5R 1%?, TOT qifqfte, 

ffraiWq Jtpfr qn- 4tf 4r 4 irr qrftrw 



q> 41irr (^4141) f^^TT qrmA 

ftiiTT 




(IVT JT%W) 



—^— 


41 TOflX, qqnq 4, qTT-- 7/78, 
TiTTmft, (Tfrc Tr^") 



. — 2::^ --■ 

.... - . 

— -- 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3 7- 

’Ttsr W3TT ^ f^TTir JTrtrrnu 
PwW’T, 19 8 4 

5 

“Sfr JT^r IRTi^, IT ^ ITT. 9/151 
83ft TOt , 8.3TaRft S.) 

Prqfqq 5q7tt ifi *rtf SrwT qipim 

8^ fen 1 

3 8. 


5 2— 

«ft Pt^m- JJTiT, 37. 39/19 0 

StTTT, TlTTurfft {^JTTT IT^) 

—qfr— 

. 3 9. 



«fr SITft? Tr-jr, %. 60; 28, fH5T' 
irr?T, ifTfr, JnTTiTfft, (^. sr.) 

—— 

40. 

—jnjV— 


«ft PfmTT^T, 1 3,1 5 2, TlWrjTT 

anTtiUft (TT. !T,) 

— q^-- 

41. 

-JOtV-- 

— ^— 

44t UTTT ftjpift, <fT. 

!n73T>rot (iT.5f.) 

—qift— 

4 2. 

—<#— 

5S—vrST: 

■sft ^Ttm^T, 

iT^nTrarra (-'t.jt.) 


4 3. 

--.T|y— 

5 5-'-'5,5r jT 

•4t onr^tui uttot 19, ttittw 

JTF’T, ■) 

Prqfer 5iPTt qrr qitf »ft Jrwr qrfer 
8 ^ fen 

44. 



lift UliT 8 qt. fft^TTt, 

fipTl ( 3 .ST. ) 

— q^t— - 

4 5. 

—— 

—— 

?ft ■n^^iTiT: Pt^tt, Tfnr ntm 
q-'T. TftvTsft, toi 

—qiP— 

r (i-.q.) 

4 6. 


5 6—Tffl?nnn 

-JTnVfqi'. TTIT nrPTijrtt, ^PTWlTW 
^TTniiarra(7.q. ) 

—q^— 

47. 



«ri urjiT 31^413, 6 6 >(7371 

(WT sr^) 

—qfr-- 

48- 

—«Ti^ — 

—Tfr— 

eft ^3 t 5145:, 25 >rp sreftiT, 
qt. ^ppnrq^ T^rnfmrq (3.q,) 

—q^— 

49. 

—enir— 


, sft rr^ qtfq 

130—7, sTwrq'sr, (-y.it.) 

—q^- 

SO. 

—«n{t—. 

—«r^-- 

isfr tnmsf ijq?, wn: ift qr^iq qTf:?i 
qnr yctqw, qt «q?i, wncr, 

Pfin ^MTfTqiq (q. 3 = ) 

" --q^t~ 

51. 

— 

—«rfr— 

«r#qT7 qq. qt. TTOt, 47/53, 

5TP1T IR7T, TTTTi^Urrq (i^ q.) 

fqqtqq *88t qiT ^ nrrq ^ (i3q7 
q qi^tfer frfir % qifer fen i 

52. 

—wfr— 

64-ft9^ 

5ft ^iT^q wt?r, 

123, qtTJT, 

(^.q.) 

ftqfqq qqqt qn qft? qt ^T<aT nnq 
TT qrfer 8^f fen i 

.5 3. 

— 

-9^'—“ 

5ft 5ftJT qqiT?r, 



unr "it. 

fofW 


54- 

—qift— 

— 

5ft q>ft f5iir, 

3/11 2, femjTt, 

qnqyr (3.q,) 

—Ti^r— 

65. 

— »nfr^ — 

6 8— 

5fr fiq^tq fn?, 

109/ 101, 887, 

788^ 1 2 (87iT q^W) 

fqqfqq 57nr qq 2rm qtfqiT ftPr 
qrftr^ 8i^f fqnn 

5 6. 

—qjjt — 

—q^t — 

5ft 3r^ firq, 
qrqqqt. wr?, 
ftrqr qsffsji: (u.q.) 

feffq'8 sjpff qq ?WT 888 IPJ7 

8 ntrnq Ttr'n it qrf%8 8,jt fqn i 

57. 

— q^t — 

es-qiqqiiqiq 

5ft 8^^ qnrq 
«T. 4n^T4T7 887 

qiniTt «f5, 

4i6«iqiq (13. q.) 

fqqfqq qqqf qq qft? qt Ttir qiPt*^ 
8ff fen 1 
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5 

58. >!fRr?nfrT^f^7TraK'irft-^?^T, 

0 S-'lilFWjfT^ 

'4t )Tr^7 vrn, 

rTr?-rT 37fr =i?r w ¥r^r arfer 

1084 


urtTW^ 

41. WPTT, 

Etjit 'B^WRIT ) 

■T^f f^Tr 1 

59. 

—^— 

«?)■ 'TTIT 

UPT 

41. 

f3r.Tr qjB^rTiT (s'.rr.,) 

’ ' 

60. 

69-^^ 

«fl- «cfw fiff 
itT^T 

41. 41iTfT, 

frw {^.^. ) 

’ ’ ' ' 

61. 

69-JR'JIT?'' 

«rl l%rr?i % rmr 

4r» silo.ftRTi 

Jo So 

fprfTT JiTift >Br rripT % sgran; 

SlTfiTT Tii-ctl rt Trf<T^ 'Tgf f«| 7 Jn 

62, -^V 

—— 

ft.T 

160 orrcr 

irt, ^»sio 

fTTf tT ^ITt TTr «fr T 19 T 

T 5 V fViTT 

6 3. 

76-‘'wtA*(^ 

«fl oprr^iTRT, 

5ft.fft. TtB. 

(T.5T. ) 

fT-af TT BiTTf w (V-rr -(rTT ^ 
wVFiTT Ttfa ^ TfPjT T|7 RriTT 1 

64. 

— 

>4t a-iWlT, 

’PHT <TW, 

'ST^ft'IT (^.Jf.) 

~T^r- 

6 S. 

8 i-«T>m 

«lt WtlT JTW!!, 

413, xma^n, 

^XS (^.JT.) 

frarf^T «T4f Ejrr ^ffS 4V ?r®r aifarn 
'Tff Mr 

66 . 


■4V JTJ, 

uroaTt. TrrrpTji:ijft, 
fr^rr ^ (^.sr,) 


0 7. -<T5r- 

-«i^- 

■sft ir^i^K 

uVra'qV. rrcrftftiH, 

(^.sf. ) 


68 . 

-H^f- 

■sft ttEt, 
irnrTTt. sft^fr 
ftlljr HT5(^.SI.) 

-T^r- 

69. 


«fr TPiitTPr wr, 

Efwr, ■^,41. TrrwtTt 

TT^r?, i. wrr^r. 
frfsft i 


70. 


«r*t stfWT^i fat, 

irpT 3it[ir5 TTT, 

4t. tctH 

(■J. JI.) 


71. 


<41 im, 
irr6 w'rr^rjj;, 

4V. Tfir^yr, 

*147; ( 7 .IT.) 

-aff- 
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KiTOTw:irS lo, i9S6/^ms 20 , leos 


77 . 


78. 


Rt'T Rsn % PfiSf RTtrlfiR 

8 4 -RjriRjt; iwfrir rr 

qrmfirg, 

'R'fr rpT 'Ffrf 

193 4 


fqvTT (ir.JT,) 

fjfRt 



"gvT, 

T>, f^TTfir?, 

(^.sr.) 


-ffS'l- 

-'if- 

«fl' TElftRTTf^?, 
n’t. ^7, 

TPjflsft, 

(t.si.) 



8 5-ff%T (ai .'JIT.) 

'Sfr 'Ic^TTE, 

4 3, ’asRTqWRTfrr, 
jiirTlr, 



-TT3;- 

«fr TT^rTTIR 

TT. JfRriR, 

f^lRT (iJ.R, ) 

-nijr- 

-T^r- 


'jfriT&iRTfrPl?, 

1 4 0, furajid !fRa-?r ^PorTT 
(ir.sr.) 


-^ijr- 


«ff iftRimw, 
iTPT ^ w ir?i?x,r^r^, 
r3isTrir?r--R57: (^.sr.) 



ORDER 


[?f. 76/30 51. Wt. it./85( 4 )] 


O.N. 89 V/hercas the Election Commissi-jit is satLfied that ^ach of the contesting candidate specified in column (4) of the 
Tabic below at the Oonoral election to the Lok Sabh'i, 19S4 as sp .ciilcJ in column, (2) hold from the constituency specified in column 
(3) against hi.s name has failed ts lodge the account of hi! el ;cti.>h cxp.-jiUcs as showsiLn Column (5} of the said Tabic, as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thercuitdor; 

And. Where.rs, the said candidat.-,s have either not fur:ii,hc-l any reason or explanation for the said failure even after duo 
notice of the Election Commission or after considering th; ropiesontations made by them, if any, is satisfied that they have no good 
reason or jUjtilication for th,e said failure ; 


Nov/,Therefore,inpursuinceofs^ctionlOyVoftheSaiJ Act,th.'EI.iction Commis don hereby declared the person specified 
in column (4) of the Table bdow to be disqualified f >r b.;ing ehoion as, and for being a mmber of cither House of the Parliament or 
of the Legidative Assembly or Legislative Council of a Statu for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 


TABLE 

S. Particulars of Electi >11 

N.u 

S. Ni. & Name of 
Constituency 

N-’-m.; and adJreSs of tlie Constesting 
Ca ididat'3 

Reason of disqualification 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to 
Lok Sabha, 1984 

l_Toh; i G . bvval 

Shri Piu! Narayan Uniyal, 

Vill. Saldana, P.O. Jadgaon, 

Distt. Tehri Garhwal (U.P.) 

Jr'iHitid to lodge any Account of 
election expenses. 


—do— 

Sh. Satyc Singh Rawat, 



Vill. & Po.st Aleru Patti Juvva, 
Distt. Tcltri Garhwal (U.P.) 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

3. 

to 

Lok S-ibha, 19^4. 

3—Bijnor (SCj 

Smt. Jay Wati, 

Vill. & Poiit Tandamaidas, 

Distt. Bijnor (U..P.) 

Failed to lodge any account of 
electi.sn expenses. 

4, 

— 

7—■M.iradabiid 

Shri Afsar, Vill. Polola. 

Post Didawli, DisU. Moradabad, 
(U.P.) 

—do— 

3, 

.^do— 

—do^“ 

Shri Vijay Pal Martha la, 

Vill. Sonakpur, Distt, Moradabad, 
(U.P.) 

—do— 

6, 

—do— 

9—Sambhal 

Shri Sangram Singh, 

Vill. Dudhapur, Post. Mutchta, 

Bohjoi, Distt. Moradabad, 

(U.P.) 

■ ..^0~'" 

7. 

do —" 

11—Aonla 

Shri Kishori Lai, 

37—Moh. Sahukara Ujahani, 
fladauan (U.P.) 

Failed to lodge the account within 
time and manner. 

8. 


13—Pilibhit 

Shri Chhotey La). 

Moh. Khoda Nooriyan Hussainpur, 
Distt. Pilibhit (U.P.) 

Failed to lodge any accounl of 
election expenses. 

). 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Ram Dutt Singh, 

Vill. Kalrola, Post. Tliiunidam, 

Dist. Pilibhit, (U.P.) 

—do— 

10. 

— 

—do— 

Shri Shamshul Hussain, 

Moh. Vasblr Khan, Dist. Pilibhit 
(U.P.i 

—do— 

U. 

■111 <d 0^^" 

14—Shahjahanpur 

Shri Jagvir, Moh. Mahajanan, 
Jalalabad, Post. Jalalabad, 

Diitt. Shahjahanpur (U.P.) 

—do— 

12. 

—do— 

—do— 

.Shri Shyam Kishoro, 

Moh. MuralTarganj, Shahjahanpur, 
(U.P.) 

—do— 

13. 

—do— 

15—-Khiii 

Shri Chandra Bhal Ary a, 

Moh. Monranga bad 1 ..ak h imp u r, 

Khiri (U.P.) 

—do— 

14. 

—-do—> 

19—Hardoi ISO 

■Shri Ram Nath. Vill. Paraspur, 

Post. Khandi; Dist. Hardoi (U.P.I 

—do— 

15, 

—do— 

-'do 

Smt- Vimla Devi, 

540. Aludhok. Did. lUrdoi (U.P.I 

Failed to lodge the account within 
time and manner. 

16. 

—^do— 

22—Unaao 

Shri Qokaram Nath. 

161/1, Moti Nagar, Unnao (U.P.) 

Failed to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

17. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Raj Kumar, 

Vill. Rishanpur, Post. Jamrauli, 

Dist. Unnao (U.P.) 

—do— 

18. 

—do— 

25—■Aniolbi 

Shri Ajay ChaturVedi, 

29, Clay Square. Kabir Marg. 
Lucknow (Lt.P ) 

—do— 

19. 

-^do— 

—.lo— 

Shri Uma Shanker, 

Vill, Narbahanpur, Post Ramgattj, 
Dist. Sultanpur (LLP.) 

—do— 

20. 

—do— 

—do—■ 

Shri Kalika Din, 

Vi!!. Bhairopur, Post Vishosarganj, 
(Am;thi). Di,t. Sultanpur (U P.) 

—do—. 

21. 

—do— 

—^'lo— 

Shri Jhallar, 

Vill. Ojrakhpur, 

Post, Vishosarganj (Amathi), 

Dist. Sultanpur (U,P.) 

—^do— 

22. 

—do— 

—do— 

Shri Mah'idcn. Vill. Sainya, 

Post Ramg,tnj, Did. Sultanpui-, 

(U.P.) 

—do— 
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23. 

O n.ral El ction to 
Lok Sabha, 1984. 

25-Amctbi 

Mohd. Yaqub, 

Rajpur Phul'wad, Pjit. Aoijtlii, 

Di^t. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

Fi^-i]-dtolodg anys^ccountof* I ction 
exp n^os. 

24. 


—do— 

Sbri Mangroo Ram, 

Vill- Post Kalyanpur, 

Dist. Sultanpur (U.P.). 

—do— 

25. 

-do- 

-do- 

ShriRam Das, 

Vill. Puftmathan Loniapur, 

Post Amcthi, 

Dlst. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

26. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Lai Bahadur, 

Vill. Pandeyapur, 

Jungl Ramna gar. 

Post Jungl; Ramnagar, 

Dist. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

27. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shamim Ahra.;ci, 

Vill. Amkol, 

Post Angnakol, 

Dist. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

28. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Sant Ram, 

Vill.Malva, 

Post Vaihda, 

Dist. Sultanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

29. 

-do- 

37-BansBaoii(SC) 

Shri Swaminath, 

Vill. Oajamar Singh 

Post Mahrao, 

Disti. Oorahkpur (U.P.) 

Failed to lodge the account within 
time and manner. 

30. 


40-padrauna 

Shri Sujat Ali, 
alias Sujat Ali, 

Vill <Je Pest Koh"-rg3ddi, 

Dist. Doorla (U-P.) 

palled to lodg any account of 

el.cticn cxpsns.s. 

M. 

-do- 

41-D:.itla 

Shri Phagu, 

Vill <fi Post Patharhat, 

Dist. Dcoria (U P ) 

Failed tc lodg th account with in time. 

J2. 

-do- 

42-Sahmpur 

Shri Brahm Singh, 

Vill. Vardih Dalpit, 

Post Vardih Parshurem, 

Dist. Dcoria (U-P.) 

Fail, d to k dg. th. acc unt in manner. 

33. 

-do- 

-dc* 

Shri Mohan Rajbhar, 

Moh. <& Post Lar, 

Dist. Deoria (U.P.) 

Faifd to Iodg .3 the account within 
time and manner. 

34. 

-do- 

Sl-Ohandaidi 

Shri Bhlyogi Na th, 

Vill. Kurthiya, 

Post burl, 

Dist. Varanasi (U.P.) 

Failed tc lodge any account of 
election expanses. 

35. 

-do- 

dl-CbnadauH 

Sbri Lall'.n .Singh, 

Vill. Nalkot, 

Post Laonda tChandauH) 

Dist. Varanasi (U.P.) 

FfliJ d to lodg , any scccuntof election 
cxp;nscs. 

36. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Sagir, 

H.No. 5-77-78, Golghar, 

Varana si (U.P.) 

-do- 

37. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Sflddri Prasad, 

H.No. S-9/151,Nalb.asti, 

Cantt Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

38. 

-do- 

Sl'Varanasl 

Shri Dilip Kumar, 
D.39/l90,BanpoHtoIa, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

39. 

-do- 

-do- 

ShriPraniod Ch^'iidra, 

K- 6 O/ 28 , Sidhmata Ki Qali, 

Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 



430 

THE GAZETTE OF INDIA 

; MAY 10, 19B6/VA1SAKHA 20, 1908 [Part IL-Sec. 3(iii)] 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

n. 

Q j 13’'ll Elactiofi to 
Lok Sabh^i,l9F4. 

-do- 

Shri Shiv Ch^ran, 

B-l 3/151.SorPrpuro, 

V^masiCU.P.'i 

palled tolodg.; any account of 
election expanses. 

41, 

-do- 

-do- 

Shvi Shatrughan, 

Vill. Tifcari, 

Post NKipbra, 

Dist, Varanasi (U.P.) 

-do- 

42. 

-do" 

55-phulpur 

Sh. KanhaiyaLalPatfl, 

93, Madhw'’pur, 

Parana Bairhana, 

Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

43. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Jagdlsh Narayan Shukla, 

17, TasfcantMarg, 

Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

44. 

-dc- 

-do- 

Shri DfcvRaj, 

Vill & Post Tokro, 

Dist. Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

45. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Raj Eamar Mishra, 

Vll. Godw’, Malapur, 

Post Sor^o, 

Dist. Allahabad (U.P.) 

-dt - 

46. 

-do- 

56-Allah«bad 

Shri Uma Shanfccr, 

Village Masiyari Amad Chayal, 
Allahabd (U.P.) 

-do- 

47, 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Zahoor Ahmed, 

66, Kafrn, 

Allahabad fU.P.) 

-do- 

4f». 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Prcm Chandra, 

3.5, Bada B’dhada, 

Post Teliarpanj, 

Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do-' 

49. 

-dc- 

-do- 

,Shri Rajondra Mohan Verma, 

136-A, Bakaraganj, 

Ppfchpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

50. 

-do- 

.do. 

Sh Ram Charnn alias 

R.t. Pand y "Mashc< hi" 

Vill. Purvr idu, 
post Dubha Jasara, 

Distt. Allahabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

51. 

-do- 

-do- 

Snb’^dar S.P. Sharma, 

47/‘!3, Purnnakatre, 

Aliohabnd (U.P.) 

Failed to lodge theaccuunt with time 
and manner. 

51. 


64-Bllhaur 

Shri Ibrahim Lodi, 

1.73, M.erpur, 

Karipui (U.P.) 

Fail.d to lodge anyaccountofelection 
expenses. 

53. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Om Prakash, 

Vill. Malgau, 

1.0. Mahjra, 

Dist. Kiiipwr Dohat (U.P.) 

-do- 

54. 

-do- 

-d - 

Shri G ’pi Krishna, 

3/112, Vishnupuri, 

Kanpnr (U.P.) 

*do- 

55. 

-do- 

53-Fitjhpur 

Shri Kuldip Singh, 

102/101, Nehru Nagar, 

Ranpur'12 (U.P.) 

Failed to lodge the account in the 
manner. 

56. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Arjun Singh, 
vill & post Shah. 

Dist. Fatehpur (U.P.) 

Failed tc lodge the account within time 
and in manner. 

57. 

-do' 

6J-Firulthabid 

Sh. Mahabir Prasad, 

Dr. Ambedkar Nagar, 

Kadiri Gate, 

Farukhabad (U.P.) 

palled to lodge any account of election 
expenses. 



»TmTTTr5!w:^ 10, lose^nw 20 , 10 O 8 


(wnrll-Hrt Oili)] 


1 

2 

3 

4 

58 . 

General El .ction to 
Lok Sabha, 1984, 

68 -Farukhabad 

Sh. Mohan Lai, 

Vill; Bharat Nagar, 

P stMajhwa, 

Dist. Farukhabad, (U.F.) 

59. 

-do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Swarocp, 

Vill. Gajiyapur, 

Post M^danpur, 

Dist.-Fftrukhabad (U-P.) 

60. 

-do-. 

69-Malnpuri 

Sh. Santosh Singh Chawhan,' 
Vill. Laldpur BaghauU, 

Post Nougaon, 

Dist. Maiopurl (U.P.) 

61. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Jitendra Singh, 

Vill. Malikhanpur, 

Post Aung, 

Dist. Malnpuri (U.P.) 

62. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Qaj mdro Singh, 

160, Katra Sahabkhan, 
Etawah (U P.) 

63. 

-do- 

76-Aligarh 

Sh. JtiwahPr Lai, 

Bausal Market, 

G.T. Road, 

Aligarh (U-P.) 

64. 

-do- 

•do- 

Shri Dharam Vir, 

Nagla, Padam, 

Aligarh (U.P.) 

65. 

-do- 

81r»8gpat 

Shri Om Prakash, 
4I3-Bh8gwatpura, 

Meerut (U-P.) 

66 . 

■do- 

-do- 

Shri Baidu, 

Vill «S; Post Kasampur Rherl, 
Dist. Meerut (U.P.) 

67. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Mahabir, 

Vill A Post Baparsl Fistt. 
Dist. Mcri't (U P.) 

6". 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Mango, 

Vill. & Post Johri, 

Dist. Meerut vU.P.) 

69. 

-do- 

8 t-Bagpat 

ShriRsj Ram Bh^ti, 
Tigri,J.J., Colony, Mark t, 
•b' Block, DJhi. 

70 

-do-] 

-do- 

Shri Sohan Pal Singh, 


Vill. Ahmadnagar, 
PostRatauI, 

Dist. (U.P.) 


71. -do- 82-Muzalfar Nairar Shril^hwar, 

VUI. Islampur, 

Post N-’W Mandl, 
MuzaffdtN^'gar (U.P.) 

84-Saharanpur Shri Fsgwa Singh, 

S/o Sh. Bharat Singh, 
Vill, Alipyr, 

Tah. DcvtMind, 

Dist. Saharanpi r fU.P.) 

-do- .Shri Md. Pi.rkhan, 

S/o Shri Ahmad Rahim, 
Vill. F^t hullapur, 
alias lul^ipur;-.. 

Post Bihari Garh, 

Dist. Sahatannur (U.P.) 


72. -do- 


73. -do- 
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5 

Fail d to lodg any account of 
Ll.ctioi, (.xp.ns .s. 


-do- 


-do- 


FaiLd to lodge tb eccoii.t within 
time and Epanr.tr. 


Failed to lodgi, any account of ction 
exp nscs. 

Failed to lodge the recount within 
th" time and mar nor. 


-dc- 


Failed to lodge any a* count 0 
election exp ns.s, 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

74. General Election to 
Lok Sabha, 1984. 

81-Bagpat 

Shri Hoshiyar .Singh, 

S/o .Sh. lulha Ram, 

M. Numaish Camp, 

BaUniki Colony, 

Saharnapur (U.P.) 

-do- 

75. -do- 

85-H3rdwar(SC) 

ShriPattu Ratn, 

S/o Shri Jai Singh, 

43, ChanwranKhalsa, 

Manglar, Dist. Saharanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

76. -do- 

-dr- 

Shri Madan Pal, 

BalmikiBasti, 

Post Kanhhal, 

Dlst. Saharanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

77. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Radh y Shyam Singh, 

140, Shivpura Kankhal, 

(Hard war) 

Dist. Saharanpur (U.P.) 

-do- 

78. -do- 

-do- 

SbriSorr Prakash, 

Vill 4 PostBihadrabad, 

Dial. Saharanpur (U-P.) 

-do- 
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W7, w. 90 •—PnjM nrft'T vr rrtitr w ^ ^ ; (a) Jf jett rtw flreFr ^ 

RTar^ fiTjrfTT, 1985 «fr Tfr«r (a) Jf ft-Prf^ jwr ft (4) Jf ftrfJrtro pnrT^ ^ wnrr 

srftPrfijw wf&Pnm i95i ?m srfR wlT^^lrc^ ftRirf Rr^fi % , (s) Jf iwi RRitftra vr 4 

ipT ?n!r <nftnT «Tri?r Jf wrw+f ft, 

j(Vl w ITRIPrRf j| RHWJ ^TT fiftj iSfT5> IR rV rjfR URTKRRT firtl KT fit 4t>f ipTW iWiT fW ft ITT R^Tftr ffTTT 

Ppj rh IT, iTpt "Iftf ftt, fTTR ^ Rf^TTf^ Pr4ri^ unift^ TT IT? RTTranr iit wr ft fw 3 r% tfr rirt trrorcrr % fro rrf 

Rirtc^r ^nnr itt <Tiff ft, 

«r¥l; pR^ir WPfW RTO flftrPPTR lit ffRT lO^r ^ W'T^TRIT # >!?)■ RRW)- ??r* ( (4) if iIT^Rlff RR? ftr fipift 

rur % Rr ftiRf TTW 4fr fipTFf RRi imi Rpwi Rm OIT^ artt ^ % fRU riJr Rrf>ir ^ #t rf »fr 

PRfftet RtPlR VTRT ft I ^ 

RrWV 

RIRR. PTRWRilftftrrvifelTt fWRRWff^RRR, R«n Pnri^R RT^T RMt ITT RTR R RRT riTT^RT RT <l!TtR ~ ~ 



RW 



1 2 

3 

4 

s 

1. RTTXTfRfroTRRRT^rRtt 
RIRIWPTR^RR, 1986 

i-R?rtwirf) (w.rt, ) 

18^ JIRR RTR, 

TIIR-Rlflff, 

f^-RRTOtTDflr (R,!T.) 

Rflf R)?rwiRrf^^TRft)fftnn 

X -R^t- 

-R#'- 

Vft R^ftSUT RITW, 

RW-spOwr, 

RT.-J^twr, 

faraT-Rmw»fV (r.r ,) 

-R^- 

3. -RlJ)- 

-Rfl- 

Rd^tffT, 

•rtw RRIC, 

irRRRT 

(RtfT R^iJr) 


4- 


*f) 'flUnRTRa 

RTR-itTRI O' RIRpjflBTTR, 

R?RW (R.R. ) 

^iwi-PrfSr iRT <iftr Rifiiw 

Rlfl' fiiRT 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

ffitrnyrmss 

>Bi^ (srosiTo) 

qj'r 

^ firflr 5111:1 t.Rt ^ 

aiftrr frui 

6 . 

snrni 

ajV vi»pr ftnj 
tmr-si'prT^r »ThT, 
qjt ir^, 

»r«iira (g.!i .) 

-¥ 5 l- 

7. 


«!■> HWinjiT ar'hir'Y, 
irTir-®1#r sroft', 

'ft. rtnfi, 

(grre srtsr) 


a. 

-sriP'- 

»fl‘ 55 TE 1 PT ?irif , 

208,^4^^r jfr^?5n 
( 3 m srSw) 

nlf sft SwT aiftm ti^f Pimi i 

Q. 

(sr.'HT.) 

*f)' j?Tm iitiN, 
ffm-flOTV w W, 
it.-gPffRl’, 

(3.sr. ) 

-nit- 

10. 


eftsTunran 

ftrqrsifjfhr ( 3 . it. ) 


1 I. 


sTl T»rsft?T fir?, 

ftrsn ( 3 . 11 ,) 

-nt- 

12; 


wm afP3T 5E Tnw 
«Tp3~tf3RTT iRTf, 

^srr-uwiTN ( TIT. ) 

-nit- 

13. 


tTfrnnrT'fwsfTTripr'n: 

-nit- 

u. 

36-ft?rregE 

«fl' ^WTTT, 

^iferr-T.sfbfVPTsr, 
fiprrujT.ftwr-'twsT 
(-am: irtsr) 

*1^ flinr fpii TVfir & aifaw 

inff ftrni 1 



ORDEJIS 

O. N.9).—WhoToai tho Eloctioti Commission is saflsflod that each of the contesting candidate specified in column 
(4) of- the Table bolow at the Gotioral election to tho Uttar Pradesh LcaisaHlvc Assembly, 1985 specified In cediimn (2) 
held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge the account of his election expenses as 
as shown' in Column (5) of the said Table, as required by the Representation ofthc People Act, 1951 and the Rules made there¬ 
under; 

And, whereas, tho said candidates have either Hot famished any reason or explanation for the said afallur even after due notice 
oftheElection Commission orafterconsidering the representations madebythem, ifany.is satisfied thatthoy have no good reason 
or Justification for tho said failure ; 

Now, themforo, In pursuance of Section 10 A of tho said Act, the Election CommlEsion hereby declares the perfonj fpcciE<d in 
column (1) of the Table bilow to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either Houtc of the FaiHament or 
of tho Lcgislativo Assembly or Legislativo Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 
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TABLE 


S. No. Particulars of 

S. No. & Name of Cons- 

. Name and address of the Contesting 

Reason of disqualification. 


Election. 

tituoncy 

Cft'^didate. 



1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to 

1. Uttar Kashi (SC) 

Sh, Kundan Lai 

Failed to lodge any account of elec- 


U.P. Legislative Assem- 

Vill. Barothi, 

tion expenses. 


bly 1985. 


P.O. Matli, Dist. Uttar Kashi (U.P-) 


2. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Barfia Lai, 

VilJ. Kuraola, 

P.O. Puroula, Disit. Uttar Kashi. 

-do- 

3, 

-do- 

-do- 

Smt. Sushila Kumarkot, 

Narendra Nagar, 

Distt. Tohrl Oarwal (U.P.) 

-do- 

4. 

-do- 

2 —Tehrl 

Shri Pitambor Datt, 

Failed to lodge his account in the 




Vlll. Par-sari Patti Jakhnidhar, 

Distt. Tehri Garwal (U.P.) 

manner. 

5. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Satya Narain, 

Village—ChamiaIa,Patti Kamar, 

-do- 




Distt. Tehri Oarwal (U.P). 

0- 

6. 

-do- 

3—Deoprayag 

Shri Bhagat Singh, 

Vlll. Dangwalgaon, 

Patti Barma, 

Distt. Tehri Garwal (U.P.) 

-do- 

7. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Lakhi Ram Joshi, 

Vlll.Chhoti Bairani, 

P.O. Bairano 

Distt. Tiltri Garwal (U.P) 

-do- 

8. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri PuT.shottam Arya, 

Failed to lodge any account of election 




206, Chukhuwala Mohalla, 

Doharadun (U.P) 

expenses. 

9. 

-do- 

11—Bageshwar (SC) 

Shri Mata Pra-ad. 

Vill. Talli Bamouri, 

P.O. Kaldhani, 

Distt, Nainital (U.P.) 

-do- 

10. 

-do- 

12—Ranikhet 

Shri Frayag Datt 

Vill & Post Pantgaon, 

Tah. Ranikhet, Almora (U.P.) 

-do- 

11. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Rapjit Singh, 

Failed to lodge any account of 




Vill, Badhan, 

P.O. Chilianoula, Tah. Ranikhet, 
Almora (U.p.) 

election expenses. 

12. 

-do- 

13—Nainltal 

Shri Balkar 

Vi Hug'S Cjihntarput Nayik 

P. Moubalakala, 

Distt. Moradabad (U.P.) 

-do- 

13. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Habibul Rahman Ramnagar, 

Distt. Ramnagar (U P.) 

-do- 

14. 

-do- 

38-Bilaspur 

Shri Kailash Rudrya Bilas Chini Mill, Failed to lodge his account within time 




Bilaspur, Rampur (U.P.) 

and in the manner required by law. 


[No. 76/U.P-LA/85 (2)) 


pf. 31T. 9i:—iTm uTr<TVT 'pt fr w t ^ (z) PrPrwr . w>« 

OTT % ff rar <“ i Pwf^^r i 984 ^ (3) M^rfer ^ & jtiT J, (<) ^ Pi*rW»i 

^ JTfaPifbw flfsfinnr, i9S 1 ?wt wK ito ^ (5) *r imt girtfirfr *9 if »prt 

PnWsT iw *T ^ rlWT if mux xf: 1 1 
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srVr ^?r ^ 'sii^i iit Tf> % firt? ^ tr\ "M iprOT JTijf frn ^ jtt jnr 

ftij tr^irf^s^r "tt. jrft Tif ^t?i Tu^^r Pw'Nr^ ffTifi-Ti qj if? ^mram (fV irtr ^ Pp TTfr gqfr (towcTT 

'Tff'ff ifTRUf Iff mTiflpIRiT «i^f I, 

*ra: w, mqtif awtr wfijPm qi'l' trrrr lo-qi ^ «pj<Tf?>T h qff ffTToflf % (4) *r fVPift^t “uf^Rr Tt ^ PrtV 

'iT' frrr ^7 Iff frffr ttkt qf'Y PrtfH wr * 1 ^ Prtrr'f qfoTq,«(7 ftr^-T arnt sf^T ^ f?tT[ Tfr *rr^ ?r tf^ W '!Pl' vroiirfk 

^7 f*Rf?fr tfrf*Rr qr'iirr 1 

IfTRnff 


mff fT, qJt WwPtift fTflihr PmWtT-fl^w PTqfirTT qn' qnr PR^frr tt >(7m 

qh’Tiffi'.OT'iTir q'^cTT 


1 . ^ fniT ^ fim 
<fiiir<«i fW^fr, 

>98 4 

33 —ar^TTH'iz fTRtfw 

«fy yH5!rl' ^T^irax, 

Trnr jt ®Tq7 jt'Ht, 

8?. q" fajTTr-'-'^RTWrTi 
(TT.sr.) 

>17tf Tft- il^ (tlftm ftrin 

3. —^^l-— 

—IT?^— 

«fY yrriTR 

qri »f, 19, fTW^TC 
«?. T ftf^IT—*TOTHTt 
(tT«!T 5f^) 

-«t^- 

3. nifV 

25— 

«fl' 3f>T ^?rq, 

4 65—afpRiTjir, 7jr*WT 
(iT.sr.) 


4 . tf' 


Sft >?nT«f TTW, 

554, 

jfftT: % fnrX 
(*r.5r.) 


s. ^ 


spr •rraffif sbtt ^fpsnft 

1T.TT. 1603,TITCfiPrirT 

TTflTTr ^3<|5V ^ ifliS, 

■si^t: (jfpq iXtr) 

n^P 

6. 


«fp fjjrrrr, 

«rnTfi?q’ inf w>, 

'nank, 3i3ra^t (ir.sr,) 


7. # 


eft qSar wift 

fir? 

ffTTf TtSar, ¥1^7—Tteu 
dp6.^ fOp’ftddll, 
tXr?tW>imT4 (’T.Sf.) 

IT?V 

8. >»?> 


eft nrVTanTT ’PkftriTT, 

11111 qfft ^qTTT, 

reiHi (’’■ ’’'•) 

inai fiif&SRI «T^f^ frrff ?f yrftnr >T^f 
PplTl 

9 . 'Ttff 

3 4—«ar®T «rr ^airfiT 

«ft >ft. enfTO, 

iT>. iniTq;, Tr.TT, 33 / 1 /iTtift "yX 
WUrOl.T^Tftqf 
ijTymT (q-.!!.) 

nft Sran yifttiir Tf|f ftiin 

10. 

qijt 

^ ®rRi(. hrt "Vlq dn, 

TlTTft !CT?MV 

miireT (fT.!i.) 

?tiii Prfti BRi q^ftRi fftir & yiftnr 
ijff Ml 

11. ^ 

37 —«rV ^riTm fii?, iirraW 

449 , q1?RTT 
yfrH 

y*<fh: (it. if.) 

qfrt Tft ?rnT yrf^ •nff Ppin 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

s 

12. 

^ ftp; '(TT«rr 7 :or 
ftWf'T'T 1984 


isf'r tefiH 
i 2 o/i. sfirr FTjn:, 
im (n.TJ .) 

•PTf ’ll' wwr qrfttt^ q't 
f«pjn 

13- 



aT. ^ 5 ) 

45/3, fit arn?, 

X-’f'lT, (q.sr.) 

at 

14. 

Tift 


«fy xfpi ftt?, 
tmT ^teiftRT, 
d^ffVsT 
(tr.sr.) 

at 

IS. 



«ft Ti^JinT qfdVdR, 
tnJT spftu, 

tfr^(rT,jr.) 

at 

16- 

snfr 

at 

sTlr xmir 

442/41 fw ar^i 
(r.4 . ) 

^ firfe iRr Tpf fttrt -flftr % aiftw 
at fVar 1 


76 / 11 . V. ./as/(s)] 

nfto 


ORDER 

O.N. 91.—^Whereas the Election Commissioner is satisfied 
that the contesting candidate specified in column (4) of 
the Table below at the General election to the Lok Ssbha, 
1984 as specified in column (3) against his name has failed 
to lodge the account of his election expenses as shown in 
column (5) of the said Table, as required by the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules' made 
thereunder; 


And. whereas, the said candidates have either not fumisb- 
od any reason or explanation for the said failure even after 
due notice of the Election Commission, after considering 
die representation made by him, if any is satisfied that ht 
has no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section lOA of the said 
Act the Election Commission hereby declares the person 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to ht disquali¬ 
fied for being chosen as, and for being a member of elthei 
House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or 
legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from 
)he date of this order. 

TABLE 


SI. No. Particulars of 
election 

S.No. & Name of 
Constitutency 

Name and address of the Contesting Reason of disqualification 

Candidate. 

1 2 

3 

4 5 

1. General Election to 
the Lok Sabha, 1984 

2 - -do- 

23—Balaghat 

-do- 

Shri Iihal Baheswar Failed to lodge any account tof elcc- 

Vni.& Post Mouda tion expenses. 

Tab & Distt. Balaghat (M.P.) 

Shri Daya Ram, .do- 

Ward No. 19, 

Balaghat, 

Tah. & Distt. Balaghat (M.P.) 

3. -do- 

25—Jabalpur 

Shri Om Keshav .Jq. 

465--Jonsganj, 

Jabalpur (M.P.) 

4. -do- 

-do' 

Shri Dasrath Lai, 

554, Hanuraantala near Jain Mondir, 

Jabalpur (M.P.) 

5. -do- 

-do- 

Shri Narain Prasad Choudhary, .do. 

House No. 1603. 

Bhantlia behind Police ohowki, 

Jabalpur (M.P.) 
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I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 . 

General Elec'ion to 
Lok Sabha, 984 

the "5-Jab Jlpur 

Shri Bihari, 

Jagmohan ward Lamti pangare, 
Jabalpjr (M.P.) 

Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 

7. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Shcr Singh Patel 

Bhaawani Singh Patel 

Vill. Kothra, 

Post. Kothara 

Tah. Sibnimalwa 

Distf. Hoshangabad (M.P.) 

-do- 

8 . 

-do- 

-do* 

Shri Shanker Lai Chourasya, 

Pan K1 Dokan, Shivaji Ward Kandell 
DIstt. Narsinghapur (M.P.) 

Account not lodge in the manner. 

9. 

-do- 

■ 34-Khandwa 

Shri Mohd: Asif Mohd. Asraf, 

Hou.se No. 21/', Gandhi Chowk, 
Ashraf Satdio, 

Burahanpur (M.P.) 

Failed to lodge any account of elec¬ 
tion expenses. 

10 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Babu Lai Chhouthmal 

Mali Kuwa, Barhanpur 

Khandwa (M.P) 

Account not lodge in the manner 
reejuired by law. 

H. 

-do- 

37-Indoro 

Shri Narain Singh Jadaun, 

449, Mohata Singar Indore, 
Bhagiralhpura, 

Indore-(M,P.) 

Failed to lodge any account of election 
expenses. 

12 . 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Dilip Mehta, 

120/1, Drabir Nagar, 

Indore (M.P.) 

-do- 

13. 

*do- 

-do- 

Dr. Falj Mohd. Ansari, 

46/3, New Bagar, 

Indore.(M.P.) 

-do- 

14. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Ratan igh, 

Vill. Soi.sinda, Tah. Samber (M.P.) 

-do- 

15. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Radhey Shysm Patidar, 

Vill. Bhora, Tah. Mahu 

Distt. Indore (M.P.) 

-do- 

16. 

-do- 

-do- 

Shri Gandalal, 

442/4, Nanda Nagar, 

Indore (M.P.) 

-—.— -——~——.—. ———.—._L_ 

Account not lodge in tht uanner 
required by law. 


[No. 76/M HP/83 (5) 


By or,ier 
S.C. JAIN, Sicy. 


, 33 sr^, I 988 

9,3:—1951 (l951^ 43) 
^ tiPT 106 ^ *n4I*r i9P5 

n^ff 4. 6 ^9n«^ h(T 41«4 (<ipn3: ^ 

18-11-1985 % f^’hl 351 1^(1'^'1131 HtilHiiq 'fTOIT ^ 1 

[4, P2/^.Sf,5fr,3r./6/8S(3T<ff'rj.)] 

New Delhi, the 23rd April, 1986 

O.N. 92.—In. pursuance of Section 106 of the Re¬ 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the 
Election Commission hereby publishes the Judgment dated 
132 01/86-^3. 


18-11-1985 of the High Court of Judicature at ACahabad 
(Lucknow Bench) in Election Petition No. 6 of 1985. 

IN THE HONBLE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE 
AT ALLAHABAD (LUCKNOW BENCH), LUCKNOW 

Election Petition No. 6 of 1983 

Fazlul Bari Banney, son of Sri Iltifat Ahmad. r|o 
Mohalla Imambara, Gonda City, Gonda Petitioner. 

Versus 

1. Sri Deep Narain Bun Mahanth, son of Sri Swayam- 
bar, rio Sri Nagar, Tahsil, Post Office and Diitt. 
Gonda. 
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2. Sri Krishna Nand son of Badri Narain, r|o village 
Pat Kulyan, Post Office Bangai, Tahsil Balampur, 
distt. Gonda, 

3. Sri Jane Bahadur Singh, son of Sri Avadh Pal Singh, 
r|o villages Raghavpur Gauta, post office Bannan 
Jot, District Gonda, 

4. Sri Panna Laf, son of Sri Mewa Lai rlo village 
Shcopur Bazar, post office Sheopura, distt. Gonda. 

5. Sri Birendra Singh ^n of Sri Utri Singh, rlo Mohalla 
Raja, Gonda City, Gonda. 

6 Sr' Mahmoodul Hasan, son of Iqbal Ha.'inn, Town 
& Post office Sadullah Nagar, Gonda, distt. Gonda. 

7. Sri Museebat Ali, son of Sri Bagridi, r|o Tulaipur, 

nrst office TuTsipur, dritt. Gonda. 

8. Sri Ram Prasad son of Sri Radhilta Prasad, r[o 
Shewnape District Gonda. 

q S"' Viffiwa Nath t,on of Sri Bankey Cal, r[o Baluha, 
Tlalrampur, distt. Gonda. 

10. Sri Shanti Sviaroop Shukla, son of Sri Trlvenl, 

Mohalla Pant Nagar, Gonda City, Qonda. 

11 Sri Shro Narain Gupta, son of Sri Ram Balll 

Gimta. rlo Vishunipnr, p O, BhagwatlgaOj, distt. 
Gonda. 

12. Sri Satya Deo Singh, son of Sri Rajpati Singh, 
r/o Chedipurwa, Dukh Haran Nath, distt. Gonda. 

13. Sri Syed Rauf, son of Sri Syed Abdul Wahab, r|o 

Mohalla Mewatiyan, Gonda City, Gonda. 

14. Sri Hari Har Narain, son of Sri Rani Harrakh, t|o 

Baluha, Balrampur, distt. Gonda. 

15. Sri R. N. Smha, District Magistrate, Gonda. 

.RESPONDENTS. 

Election Petition under section 80/81 of the Representa¬ 
tion of the people's Act, 1951 ; 

Lucknow Dated 18-11-1985 

Hor’ble Pamseshwar Dayal, J. 

Th!s is an election petition, filed under Section 80-81 of 
the Representation of People Act, 1951. 

'r'’-e restiondent no. 1 Sri Deep Narain Ban Mahant wai 
Vclared elected as a Member of Parliament on 29-12-1984 
fiom the 32-BalrBmpur Lok Sabha constituency by thq rc»- 
I'ondeni no. 15. Sri R. N. Sinha, the Distuct Magistrate, 
Gonda who was Returning Officer of the said election. 

The said election was contested by respondent* 2 to 14 af 
well as by the petitioner FazJul Bari alia* B.ankey Bhai. 

The petitioner Fariul Bari challenged the validity of the 
election of the respondent no. 1, Sri Deep Narain Baa 
Mahant by means of this petition on grounds that he had 
secured the second highest votes in the said election. The 
respondent no. I had secured 1,28,207 votes whife the peti¬ 
tioner bad secured 1,19,551 votes. The number of total 
/alid votes cast in the aforesaid Election was 3,97,774 and 
the total number of votes declared invalid was 16 . 4 IO. Th* 
total number of votes polled was 4,08,184 out of which 30 
voteg receive by post. The respondent no; 1 had been the 
P es'dent of the U P. Muslim Majlis and he contested the 
eUction as condidate of Muslim Majfis but uc was treated 
as indenendent candidates since his party was not recogniied 
at a Political party. The respondent no, 1 was the candidate 
of the Congress (It 32-Balrampur Loksabha constituency 
comnr'sed of 5 Assembly segments namely; (1) 154-leusari, 
(2) 155-Tursiour, (3) 136-Balrampur, (4) 157-Utraul3 and 
f5) 158-Sadullanagar, 

The petitioner further alleged that the respondent no. 
15, Sri H, N. Sinha was posted as District Magistrate, Gonda 
only a couple of months before the declaration of the Parlia- 
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n«ntary elections and soon after hii taking over charge at 
Gonda he started tnaking efforts to improve the ifnage of 
Congressd') party for which he was helped by the Congress 
(I) party leaders, Sri N. D, Tewari and Sri Vishwanath 
Pratap Singh, with the consent of the respondent no. 1 Sri 
R. N. Sinha and his subordinates so manoeuvered ih.'i 
arrangements of the polling as well as of the counting that 
the prospects of the respondent no. 1 in the Election became 
sound. Tlie balfot boxes were not supplied at the polling 
staions in sufficient number. Canvas bags and biscuits boxes 
of tin were used as ballot boxes with a view to replacing 
spiirioas and dUpUoate ballot papers in favour of the 
respondent no. 1 Tire polling had to remain su.spcnded for 
a number of hours at most of the polling stations and 
hundreds of voters had to go back without exercising their 
franchise. Some time before the transit to the place of 
counting, the canvas bags and biscuit boxes were opened 
and the ballot papers wore destroyed and the same were 
replaced by spurious and dunlicate ballot papeit and were 
kept in the ballot boxes, This is why the canvas bags and 
biscuit boxes were not found in the counting pandal, I&d th* 
ballot papers contained in the canvag bags and the biscuit 
boxes been counted they would have made the changes of 
the petitioner, brighter for winning the Election. 

The petitioner further contended that there has been 
counting of invalid votes, improper rejection of ihe valid 
votes of the petitioners of which he gave details m Schedules 
3 I 0 6, attached with the Election Petition. Ho alleged that 
the Returning Officer did not entertain the wrttlen objections 
made on his behalf by his agents by his agents and avoided 
the same by saying that he would have a right to claim 
re-checking. He alleged that there has been a large sca'e 
rissfng in the Election and more than 20 unauthorised per¬ 
sons were present in the Counting Pandal and were brought 
there for terrorising the Counting Agents of the pe'itioner. 
According to the petitioner, the result of the Election has 
been materially affected on account of corrupt practices and 
wrongful counting. He, therefore, prayed for declaring the 
Election of the respondent no. 1 to be void and for declar¬ 
ing him as a duty elected member of the Loksabh.a after 
recounting of the ballot papers found valid as well as invalid. 

The respondetU no. 15 Sri R, N. Sinha filed a written 
statement alleging that be was transferred to Gonda on 
23-6-1984; the canvas bags at the polling station no. 47- 
Mafhiira and 161-Mohanpur of 155-TJilsinur Assembly 
segment and few other were used: the allegations' made 
against him were all malicious; two ballot boxes were stip- 
nlled initially for each polling station as per directions of 
the Election Commission and adequate arrangements were 
made for extra boxes, where needed. The resuondent no, 
15. as never anrroached bv Sri N. D. Tewari or Sri Vls>hvannth 
Pratap Singh about the conduct of the Election and that the 
petitioner's own apnlications moved on 28th and 29th 
December, 1984 indicated that the allegations made In the 
petition were false; and whatever has now been xHeBed in 
the petition was- not al'eeed in those applications' and that 
the netition was not alleged In those applications; nnd that 
fictitious and madiclous. 

The respondent no, 1. Shri Deep Narain Malant. moved 
Civil Misc. Apnlifation No dXfEl of 198.X for strlkimr oil 
narngranhs 12 to IR of the Flection Petition cn giounds 
that they did not set forth fulf narticulars of the corrupt 
nract’ces as contemnlacted hv section p3 of the RepresenlB" 
tion of people Act 1951 fhereinafter to be referred to an 
the ActL It has further been aliened in the annltcafion that 
the said naragraph .1 12 to 18 are vacue and general and that 
the affldasdt. filed wirh the petition, in Pot oronerTv verffied. 

The petitioner hied objections vide Civil M*sc. Anplica- 
tion No 51fEl of 1985 to the effect that the application 
43fEl of 1985 has been moved only to delay the preteed- 
ings of the Election netition inasmuch as t-efore fitin^f the 
present annlicatiop the respondent no, 1 h.ad move.d an 
application for lime to file svrittep statement. The res¬ 
pondent no. 1 then filed a reioinder affidavit dated 17-7-1985. 

TTip resnondent m. 1 mos'ed another Civil Misc. Anpllca- 
+ion No. 44rF1 of 1985 for scorinw out paragraph 19 to 
37 of the Election petition on grounds that tliey are absoTii- 
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tely vague and do not contain a concise statement of 
material facts. Tlie petitioner ffled objections vide CivH 
Miic. Application No. 52(E) of 1985 alleginji that Schedui'ei 
1 to 6 attached with the Election petition fully established 
the case of recounting of the baUot papers, as held in AlB 
1982 SC page 1569. The petitioner filed a rejoinder affidavit 
dated 17-7-1985. 

Civil Misc. Application No. 4J(E) of 1985 has teen 
moved with respect to the paragraphs 11 to 18 of the 
Election Petition on the basis that they are not in con¬ 
formity with the law required under Section 83 of the Act. 
'Section 83 of the Act reads as follow •— 

"Contents of petitioner.—(1) An election Petition:— 

(a) shall contain a concise statement of the material 
facts on which the petitioner relies; 

(b) shall set forth full particufars of any corrupt 
practice that the petitioner alleges, including as 
fulj a statement as possible of the names of the 
parties alleged to have committed such conupt 
practice and the date and place of the commis¬ 
sion of each such practice; and 

(c) shaU be signed by the petitioner and verified tn 
the manner laid down in the Code of Civil 
procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908) for the verification 

of pleadings; 

Provided that where the petitioner aUegeg any conupt 
practice, the petition shall also be accompanied by an atli- 
davit on the prescribed form in support of the alleuation 
of such corrupt practice and the particulara thereof. 

(2) Any schedule or aunexure to the petitiouer shall 
also be signed by the petitioner and verified in the Mmo 
manner as the potitioo." 

Thus the petitioner of an Election petition Is rer^red to 
give in his petition a concise statement of the material facts, 
full particulars of corrupt ptacEce, if any, a full statement 
a* far as possible of the names of the parties alleged to have 
committed any such corrupt practice, date and place of the 
commission of each such corrupt practice; and he should 
himself sign and verify th pleadings In the manner laid 
down in the Code of Civil procedure, 1908. The election 
petition should be «iCcompanled by an affidavit In the pres¬ 
cribed form No. 25. Tlie annexurcs and scheduJes of the 
petition should also be signed by the petitioner and verified 
in the saras manner as the petition. The conupt practices 
have been elaborated in section 123 of the Act gs iCferring 
to; (1) Bribery, (2| undue influence, (3) an appeal on the 
ground of religion, race, caste, commumuty or language or 
the use of symbols likewise, (3a) promotion of or attempt 
to promote the feelings of enmity or hatred between the 
difl'eient sects on the ground of religion etc. (4) publicn- 
tion of any statement of fact which is false or which the 
Candida I e or his agent believes to be false and which publi¬ 
cation is made with the consent of the' candidate or his 
election agent, (5) hiring or procuring any vehicles by the 
candidate or his agent on by any other perst^n with the 
consent of the candidate or his agent for conveying an cfector 
or his family members, (6) incurring or Buthorislng exependi- 
ture in contravention of section 77 of the Act and (7) 
obtaining or procuiing or avetting of attempting to obtais 
or procure by a candidate or hfe agent or by my other 
person with their consent any assistance for the furiherence 
of the prospects of that candidate’s election from gamtted 
officers, stipendary juges and magistrates, members of the 
armed forces of the Union, members of the police forces, 
excise officers, revenue officers and such other claw of 
persons in the service of the Government as may be mw- 
cribed. 

Under section 87 of the Act, every eledltoB petition has 
to bo tried, as, nearly as may bo, in accordance with the 
p'occdure applicable under the Code of Civir Procedure, 
1W8 to the trial of snite. Therefore the provisions of 
order 6 Rule 16 and Order 7 Rule 13 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure apply in thi* case. 

Order 6 Rule IS of the Code of Clvif Frewodur; IW* 
r«ads as fotlovw i— 


“The court may at any stage of the procecdlngo order 
to be struck out or amended any mailer m auy 
pleading :— 

(a) which may be unnecessary, scand-alons, frivolous 
or vexatious, or (b) which may lend to prejudice, 
embarrass or delay the fair trial of ihe suit, 

(c) which 13 otheiwlsB abuse of tlie process of the 
Court.” 

Under 7 Rule 77 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 
reads as follows .— 

“The plaint shall be rejected in the following cases— 

(a) where it does not disclose cause of action; 

(b) where the relief claimed is under valued, and the 
plamtiff on being required by the Court to cor¬ 
rect the valuation wituin time to be hxed by the 
Court, iwls to do so; 

(c) where the relief claimed is properly valued but 
the plaint id written upon a paper insufficiently 
stamped and the plaintiff, on being required by 
the Court lo supply the requisite stamp paj.er 
within a time to be fixed by the Court, fa.Is to 
do so; 

(d) where ihe suit appears from the staiemeat in Ihe 
plaint to be bailed by any law.” 

In the instant petition the question of applicability of 
Clause (a) above has be considered to the extent tuai if 
the petition does not disclose a cause of action. •> 

Tire petitioner referred to section 13AA of the Repre onta- 
lion of the People Act, 1950 which refers to the nonxna- 
Uon of a District Election officer and who has to perform 
his functions as may be entrusted to him by the Election 
Commissioner or the Chief Electoral Officer. He then re¬ 
ferred to session 23 to the Act and claimed that the noti¬ 
fication was issued on 15-10-1984 by a Gazette Notification 
and that the process of Election started with effect from 
15-10-1984. He referred to the definition of tbs District 
Erection Otfiicer and Elector and General duties assigied lo 
the District Elections Officer in conducting elections. 

It has been argued on his behalf that the provisions of 
section 81 of the Act do not include the provisions of section 
83 of the Act. Section 81 refers to the presentn'iDn of 
the petition and as the definition of an 'election'. Then it 
has been argued on his behalf that section 86 does rot 
include the provisions of section 83 of the Act. 

The petitioner relied on the case of K. Kanarala Nadar 
Vs, Kunju Tlievar and othprs fAIR 1958 S. C- 687) in 
Which case the word “contesting candidate” has been de¬ 
fined and it was held that the defect can be cured by amend¬ 
ment of the petition under Order 1 Rule 10, O.der 6, Rule 
17 and Order 23 Rule 1 C.P.C. But in the instant case, the 
petitioner has not sought the amendment of his pleadings. 
He further relied on the case of Om Prabha Jain Vs. Oicn 
Chand and another (AIR 1959 S.C. 837) in which case, 
the word "trial" haS been defined which point also has 
been discussed. 

Jlection 86(1) of the Act lays down that the High Court 
shall dismiss an election petition which does not comply 
with the provisions of section 81 or Section 82 or Section 
1 IT of the Act and that the dismissal of an elcetlon peti¬ 
tion under thin provision shall be deemed to be an order 
made under clause (a) of Section 98 of the Act. Ai refer - 
ed to above, section 81 of the Act deals with the preient"- 
tlon of an election petition. Section 82 refers lo the joiner 
of the respondents In the petition and has no rippH^atl'n 
to (he present case ns afl the contesting cand'dafes have 
.been Iplncd -as resniindents. Section 117 refers to the deposit 
Of the security amount which also has been deposited. 

Tt haf; further been contended that the provision^ of Sec¬ 
tion fl3 of the Act are not Included in the nrovis^ons pf 
Section 66(1) of tie Act which is a penal aection requiring 
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aiiaViaiul v\\. tiu eieciion petition in case ot non-contnliance 
oJ: the rcquuemenu of sections 81, 82 and 117 of the Act. 
but It was held in the case of Mithlesh Kumar Pande Vs. 
vaiUya Yadav and others (AIR 1984 HC 305j that 
wnerc the copy of the petition supplied to the returned 
candidate' contained mistakes as regards the names of the 
persons in the list or there was other omission of some names 
which have been mentioned in the election petition but 
not in the copy, the election petition was liable to bo dis¬ 
missed in limine. Section lOOflKbJ of , the Act lays downs 
that subject to the provisions of sub-section (2) If the High 
Court is of opinion (hat any corrupt practice has been com- 
missed in limine. Section 100(1) (b) of the Act lays downs 
other persons with the consent of the returned candidate 
or his election agent or that any nomination has been arbi¬ 
trarily rejected or that the result of the election insofar as 
it concerns with the returned candidate has been materially 
affected (i) by the improper acceptance of any nomination, 
or (ii) by any corrupt practice committed in the interest of 
the returned candidate bv an agent other that his election 
agent, or (iii) by the inspropor reception, refusal or re¬ 
jection of any vote or the reception of any vote wWch is void, 
or (iv) by any non-compliance 'with the provisions of the 
Constitution or of ihis Act or of any nJes or orders made 
and this Act the High Court shall declare the elec¬ 
tion of the returned candidate to be void. Section 100 
(2) of the Act lays down the norms where the election 
of the returned candidate is to be held as not void. The 
petitioner relied on the case of Bhikaji Kesheo and another 
Vs. BrlJ Lai Nand Lai and others (AIR 1955 SC 610) in 
Which case It was hefd that the Tribunal should not distu'ss 
the petif’on outright where particulars can be Called. But it 
was held in the same case that the primary responsibility 
for furnishing full particulars of the alleged corrupt prac¬ 
tice was on the petitioner and that there was no duty cast 
upon the Tribunal to direct loio moto for better particulars; 
and in the inaiant case the petitioner, on the contrary, 
claimed that his petitions, contents are In accordance with the 
provisions of section 83(l)(a), (b) and (c) of the Act, So it has 
to be seen in this case that if the particulars given In the 
petition conform to the requirements of law. 

It was held in the case of hfadan Lai Vs. T^rghan 
Haider and others (AIR 1958 All 596) that where corrupt 
practices are alleged in such vague terms that it is not 
possible for respondent to meet the allegations made in 
the petition the Tribunal is justified in striking off the 
pleadings contained in those paragraphs. This case was over¬ 
ruled in the case of Bal'wan Singh Vs. Lachmi Narain and 
others (AIR 1960 SC 770). 

The petitioner relied on the cese of Raghubir Gill Vs. 
Gurcharan Singh Tohra (AIR 1980 SC 1362) in which case 
it was held that in oider to ensure purity of election, It 
. is better to so constitute section ’00 as to embrance within 
its fall all conceivcable infirmities which may be urged In 
fighting an election. Thus the Act has to be interpreted in 
a way that helps to achieve the constitutional goal. 


lion are eiuicr unnecessary, frivolous or vexatious on that 
lucy were sueii as ruigui icnu lO piejuuice, emoarrass Or 
ueiay to rair uiui oi me pemion nor wus tncio aiy unomg 
that the averments thorem were suen as to consluuie aouse 
ui .lie piuccss OI iiie cuuri. this muen is ctear trom ihis 
ciiaiion that the provisions of order 6 Rule lb of tne k-odo 
or i-ivil Procedure are applicable to an elecuop petition and 
that it has to be decided that if any paragraph of the peti¬ 
tion is cither necessary, frivolous or vexations or it might 
tend to prejudice, embarrass of delay, the fair trial of me 
petition or that it constitute an abuse of the process ot the 
court. 

In the case of Sajinant N. klaiakrishna etc. Vs. George 
I'criianuex and others (.AIR 19b9 SG 1201) it was help mat 
the penalty of summarily dismissal was enjoyined in peti¬ 
tions which did not comply with the requirements and that 
the enure and complete case of action must be given m 
the petition in the shape of material facts. But it was 
further held in the same case that the provisions of section 
83 of the Act are mandatory and that the enure and com¬ 
plete cause of action must bo stated in the shape of 
material facts while the furnishing of particulars too 
is necessary for picture of full cause of action. 

On the other hand, in the case of Udho Singh Vs. 
Madnu Rao Scindia (AIR 1976 SC 744/ a distinction has 
been drawn between “material acts” and “material parti¬ 
culars" that faulty written information of same single 
material fact leading to single cause of action and other 
allegations of such a charge are liable to be struck cdf under 
Order 6 Rule 16 of the Code of Civil Procedure, and aBo 
that if the petition is based solely on those allegations which 
■uffer from lack of material facts, the petition is liable to 
be summarily dismissed for want of causa of action. It 
was held in the case of Arun Kumar Bose Vs. Mohd. 
Furqan Ansari (1984 I SCC 91) that allegations mj^ 
against the elected candidate must be clear and specific. 
It was held in the case of Daulat Ram Chauhan Vs. Anand 
Sbarma (1984) 2SCC 64) that allegations of corrupt 
practice must be strictly construed. It was held in the case 
of Charan Lai Sahu Vs. Gyani Zail Singh (1984 1 SCC 
390) that pleadings must bo clear and specific. 

In the light of the aforesaid law, laid down with regard 
to the election petitions, when we examine the various 
paragraphs of the present election petition, it is evident 
that the pleadings do not conform to the required standards 
of the statute. 

The paragraphs 1; 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of the 
petition refer to facta which are not disputed. 

In paragraph 11 It has been alleged that the poll [loner’s 
position was better than the respondent no. 1 in certain 
constituencies. But the final result was based on the result 
of all the constituencies and this paragraph has been un¬ 
necessarily included although it's being part of tbe pleadings 
has not been challenged by the respondent no. 1. 


The petitioner relied on the case of Manpbool Singh vs. 
Surendra Singh (AIR 1973 1973 SC 2158)) in which case 
It was held that the charges of corrupt practice are quasi- 
criminal and should be proved stdliclently and that every 
pleading should contain only a statement in condse form of 
material facts on which the party pleaded relies for bis 
claim of defence, as the case may be, but not the evidence 
by which they are to 1» proved. This provision of law is 
not to be disputed. But it has to be seen that if there has 
been compliance of provisions of section 83(1) (a) of the 
Ad. 


The petitioner further placed reliance On the case of 
Roop Lai Sathi Vs. Nachhattar Singh (AIR 1982 SC 1559) 
in which case the High Coprt directed delection of certain 
paragraph.? of the petition on the ground that there was no 
disclosure of the material facts sufficient to give rise to a 
case of action under section 100(1) (d) (iv) of the Act. It 
was held In appeal that the order passed by the High Court 
din-cHng that paragraphs 4 to 18 of the election petition be 
struck out cannot be sustained on the terms of order 6 Rules 
16 of the Code of Civil Procedure as there was no 
finding that the averments in the said paragraphs of the peti- 


raragrapn iz retell to the posting of Sri R. N. Sinha 
as District Magistrate, Oonda. He was posted there on 
23-6-1984 while the election of the parliament had taken 
place on 24-12-1984._Th6 notification was for the first time 
issued on 15-10-1984 and the nomination papers were accep¬ 
ted on 20-11-1984. Thus ft is evident that Sri R. N. Sinha 
was posted as District Magistrate, Gonda much before 
tbe contempla'tion of Election Itself. Therefore there could 
be no motive for the leaders, Sri Narain Dutt Tewari and 
Sri Vishwanath Pratap Singh, and other Congress (1) 
leaders to gel him posted at Gonda for purpose of getting 
furtherence of the prospects of the Election. In this para¬ 
graph it has been alleged that he started making efforts to 
improve the image of the Congress (I) party and he had 
not remained impartial Only vague averments have been 
, made in this paragraph as It has not been clarified or 
elaborated that how, when and where he made efforts to 
improve the imago of the Congress (1) party by performing 
his duties as Returning Officer, Ip view of the definition of 
corrirpt practice given in Section >23 of the Act improving 
the image of any prty is not defined to be a corruot prac¬ 
tice. Ail that Section 123(7) of the Act lays down is that 
of giving assistance by any of the oftoers. enumerated 
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In paroitraph 13 it ha* been alleged that the party 
leaders, bn INarain Dutt Tcvvari and Sri Vishwanath Pratap 
Siogn, obtained and procured the assistance of the respon¬ 
dent no. 15 Sri K, N. Sinha. and some of his luburdniate 
olhcers with the consent of the respondent no. 1 and that 
the icspondcnt no. 15 so maiioeuvered the arrangement of 
the polling as well as of the counting for furtncrcnce of 
the election prospects of the respondents no. 1 that the 
same was bound to materially ahect the result of the 
election and that the ballot boxes were not deliberately 
supplied suiheient number at some polling stations. 
Large nu nber of voters willing to cast their votes in favour 
of the petitioner had to return back disappointed; that the 
ballot papers were kept in canvas bags or in biscuit boxes 
for being replaced by spurious and duplicate baUot papers 
and also that the respondent no. 1 and respondent no. 15 
became successful in this strategy and conspiracy. It is 
evident from the wordings of this paragraph 13 that the alle¬ 
ged material facts have not been mentioned in a concise form. 
Even though mentioned in details, full particulars of the 
material facts referring to corrupt practice have not been 
given. It has not been mentioned that how, where, when 
and in what manner the leader Sri N.irain Dutt Tewari and 
3ri Vishwanath Pratap Singh procured the assistance of the 
respondent po, 15 and his subordinate officers. Also it has 
not been mentioned lliat how the consent of ihe respondent 
no. 1 was obtained by them. It has not been clairfl-.d that 
how the respondent no. 15 manocuvered the arrafiement 
of the polling for furtherence of the prospects of the res¬ 
pondent no. 1 so as to materially affect the result of the 
Election. The respondent No. 1 has speciflcdfly mentioned 
in his written statement that the canvas bags had to be used 
under the directions of the Election Commission and the 
Chief Election Officer wherever there was shortage of 
ballot boxes. It was a secret voting—^The use of canvas 
bags was not unauthorised, The position of the ballot 
boxes has been elaborated In Rule 29 of the Conduct of 
Election Rules 1961. If has not been pleaded that any other 
resign was approved by the Election Commission or the 
Chief Election Officer, The petitioner presumed that ihe 
voters in certain constituencies where ballot boxes were 
not supplied in sufficient number had to cast their vo'es 
in his favour, and had to return back. The voting was 
secret and the simply drew inference and surmises the Elec¬ 
tion was materially affected by the supply of canvas b.ag 
what strategy and con'piracy proved successful between the 
respondent no, 1 and the respondent no. 15, is not clarifod. 
He inferred it only because the respondent no. 1 was declare 
successful in that Election, Moreover the facts, rela'ing 
to the counting have been intermingled in this paragraph 1 
which was meant for pleading corrupt practice. Sweeping 
allegations have been made involving the loaders of the party 
as well as respondents nos. 1 and 15, These allepatlons are 
obviously vague, vexations and unnecessary. 

Paragraph 14_of the Petition is In continuation of para¬ 
graph 13 and it has been alleged that the agents workers 
and suponrfers of the petitioner had to face the litnation on 
accunt of non-availability of ballot boxes after fillnc no 
of one or two ballot boxes available at thosj booths and 
that hundreds of voters had to go back without casting their 
votes on account of non-availabilltv of ballot boxes, rod 
alro that for hours polling had to remain suspcn ’od. The 
detads are given in .Schedule T. The wording of this para¬ 
graph did not constitute material facts but they ar* aren- 
mentative in nature. The petitioner could not given ex’ct 
number of the ballot boxes which were filled and the ntrmher 
of polling stations. He mentioned that one or two boxes 
- were filled and .some polling stations the polling had to 
remain suspended for hours. He did not mention as to 
for how manv hours or for what time the nolUng reoxafa 
suspended. He claimed that the details wer* aunplied 
to him by his polling agsnts but he did not rpendon 
those exact details. He claimed that some letters 
were given bv the Presiding Officer to ^mc respontlble 0 "r- 
sems of the Polling centres and that some of those lett'T* 
■were made available to the petitioner But it has not been 
men tioned that by whom and to whom those letters wre 
given nor they have been made nart of the Petition. In 
schedule T an estimated number of vot'rs who had return¬ 
ed bade without casting their votes has been given. But 1* 
is all based on imagination. Not even a name of slnrlo 
voter has been given fnight have returned back on account 
of non-availabilty of ballot boxes. So this paragraph consist! 


of vague allegations. 

In paragraph 15 the petitioner mentioned that the canvas 
bags and the biscuit boxes were apparently sealed in the 
presence of the biscuit boxes were apparetly that either 
betorc the counsil of the same to Thompson College, 
Gonda, the place reserved for their safe custody or during 
Lie course of transit, these canvas bags and biscuit boxes 
were opened and the ballot papers cast in favour of the 
petitioner and other candidates excluding the respondent 
no. 1. were taken out or destroyed and same were replaced 
by spurious and duplicate ballot papers stamped in favour 
of respondent no. 1 and the same were kept in proper ballot 
boxes and that respondent no 15 had told them that the 
ballot boxes had been suplied in the evening of 24-12-1984 
and the balFot papers kept in the canvas bags clc. had bron 
put •into the ballot boxes in the presence of the polling 
agents. All these pleadings are based on conjectures. The 
word “apparently” shows that the canvas bags were sealed 
in accordance with the rules. The words “it appears" show 
that the petitioner or his agents had no personal or specific 
knowledge of the allegations made against respondent no. 
15. It has not beep pleaded that the use of canvas bags or 
biscuits boxes was not authorised. It has also not been men¬ 
tioned that any seal of any ballot box was found broken. 
Respondent no. 15 denied in his written Statement the shif¬ 
ting of any ballot papers from canvas bags to ballot boxes. 

In paragraph 16 of the petition it has been pleaded that 
the voters who returned back for want of ballot bo.xcs would 
have votes for the petitioner. It is based on Imaginailon and 
is in continuation of paragraph 15 and both these paragraphs 
are ovidenlly vague and unnecessary. The petitioner ii not 
definite that if the ballot papers contained in the canvas bag* 
and biscuit boxes were disturbed or they were leplaced. In 
schedule 2 the number of ballot papers kept in a canvas bags 
and biscuit boxes and the number of canvas bags or biscuits 
bags used are given which could have no relevancy with the 
present petition. 

The paragraph 17 is the repetition of the averments made 
in paragraph 14 and 15 and is unnecessary. 

In paragraph 18 a reference has been made to some publi¬ 
cation in the daily "Swatanira Bharat” of 29-12-84. There is 
no averment of any corrupt practice in it and this paragraph 
>s also unnecessary. 

Thus the paragraphs 12 to 18 of the Petition are either 
vague or unneessary or vexatious or irrelevant. 

Reference may be made to the case of Danlat Ram vs. 
Anand Sharma (A.l.R. 1984 S.C. 621) in which case the 
ca.c of Samant N, Balkri^hna vs. George Fernandez was 
also considered. It was held m this case that a person may, 
due to sympathy or on his own, support the condidature of 
a particular candidate bu-l unless a close and direct nexiu is 
Droved between the act of the person and the consent given 
to him by the candidate or his election agent, the same would 
not amount to a pleading of corrupt practice as contemplated 
by law. The allegation of corrupt practice must be so clear 
and specific that the Inference of corrupt practice will iiTMis- 
tibly admit of no doubt or qualm. It cannot be left to time, 
chance or conjecture for the court to draw an inference by 
adopting an involved process of leasenlng. 

The respondent No. 1 relied on the case of Hardwari Lai 
versus Kanwal Singh (A.l.R, 1972 S.C. 515) in which case it 
was held that 

“An election petition must contain material facts and 
full necessary particulars of seeking asslstancie of 
Government servants for furthering election pros- 
p«:ts of a candidate and that an election petition 
which does not set out material facta and parP'cuIars 
of corrupt practice so as to furnish a cause of action, 
can be dbamisaed bv ■virtue of section 87, though 
not under section 86.” 

The respondent NO, 1 further relied on the case of K 
Prabbakara Rao versus M. Seshagirl Rao and another (A.IJl, 
1981 S.C, 658) in 'Jrhlch case it was held that 
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"Where there was absolutely no allegation in the plead¬ 
ings to show that at any time after having filed bis 
nomination papers, the candidate made any efforts 
to seek the assistance of the Tahsildar in furthering 
his election prospects or in any way helping him to 
win the election, the allegation of corrupt practice 
of Kcking assistance of public officers for further¬ 
ing one’s election prospects could not sustained 
for want of necessary particulars required by law." 

Thue the paragraphs 12 to 18 of the election petition are 
liable to be struck off. 

Civil, misc, applicant on No. 44(E) of 1985 releases to para¬ 
graphs 19 to 37 of the Election Petition. Thti petitioner 
pleaded in these paragraph that there has been improper 
reception and counting of invalid votes in favour of res¬ 
pondent No. 1, improper rejection of valid votes of the peti¬ 
tioner, incorrect and wrongful counting of votes, falling down 
of arrow on account of seals being detective and the counting 
of 52uO invalid ballot papers as valid ballot papers. He referr. d 
to Schedule Ul. In Schedule HI the ballot papers wrongly 
rejected aic counted at 614 and the number of counting 
tables are given. This figure has no co-relation with the aver¬ 
ments made in paragraphs 20 and 21 as in paragraph 20,500 
ballot papfti'3 cast in favour of the petitioner are alleged to 
have been rejected and in paragraph 21, 5000 Invalid ballot 
papers ate alleged to have been counted for respondent No. 1. 
The counting agents were present at (he time of coimting 
and those ^legations which have now been made In fhe 
petition are not substantiated by any authentic document, 
for which in the circumstances they could have moved an 
application at the time of counting Wth these (pecifle alleea- 
tions and those application could be made part of this peti¬ 
tion. So all these aUegatlons are based on conjectures and 
the appear to have been framed for the purposes of this 
petition. These allegations are vague and they do not make 
out case of recounting. 

It has been mentioned in paragraph 22 that the counting 
agents of the petitioner repeatedly raised objectons agamst 
reception, in the counting, of invalid votes as valid votes in 
favour of respondent No, 1 but their objections were not 
entertained in writing and their verbal objections were ignored 
by saying that they would have opportunity of those votes 
recounted. All this is not bclievabl'e on the face of it. The 
counting agents of the petitioner must have been educated 
persons or at least literate persons were required to move 
applications in writing and it is not believable that they were 
satisfied on being assured that recounting would be done imme¬ 
diately after the completion of the counting. It has further 
been pleaded in the same paragraph that the petitioner's 
counting agents were not permitted to inspect closely such 
ballot papers about wh'ch they had raised objections and they 
could not note down the ballot papers number of such ballot 
papers but they used to note down on their respective sheets 
the numbers of such miproperly and illegally accepted ballot 
papers. A reference was again made to Schedule 111. This 
averment again shows that the counting agents of the peti¬ 
tioner were permitted to inspect the bdlot papers and they 
were able to note down the numbers of such ballot papers 
On their respective sheets which were improperly and illegally 
accepted ballot paper. The contention that they could 
not note down stands self-contradlcted. If they could not 
closely inspect the ballot papers, it did not mean that they 
could not b disclosed at it was a secret ballot. Schedule III 
has no relevancy as discussed above. So the allegations of 
this paragraph are also vagu*. 

It has been mentioned in paragraph 23 that large number 
of unauthorised persons were permitted to enter the counting 
Pandal. Not a single name of any sucJi imauthorised person 
has been mention^ In it even though it was mentioned that 
they posed a constant threat to the life any security to fhe 
petitioner’s agents. So this paragraph is not only vague but 
is also vexatious and frivolous. 

In paragraphs 24 and 25 the petitioner alleged that there 
has not beep any recoontint or'ro-Chectinfr and Ws agents’ 
applications wore not entertaining by the authorities and that 
5000 valid votes of the petitioner were declared as invalid. 
Reference has been made to Schedule IV. But the columns 
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of Schedule H and Schedule W arc identical and they do not 
disclote any material point ncr they create any cause of 
action. The counting of 5000 invalid ballot papers was pleaded 
in paragraph 21 also and it has been unneessary repetition 
of the same contention. As discussed above, it is not be¬ 
lievable that the written applications of the agents of the 
petitioner were not entertained. Rule 63 of the Conduct of 
Elcctton Rules, 1961 lays down that :■— 

“After the completion of the counting, ihe Returning 
officer shall record in the result sheet in Form 20 
the total number of voles polled by each candi¬ 
dates and announce the same and that after such 
announcement has been made, a candidate or, in his 
absence, his election agent or any of his counting 
agents may apply in writing to the Returning officer 
to recount the votes either wholly or, in part, stat¬ 
ing the rounds on which he demands such recount. 
On such an application being made the Returning 
officer shall decide the matter and may allow the 
application in whole or in part or may reject It 
in toto if it appears to him to be frivolous or un- 
re [ssonable and every decision of the Retuiuing 
officer under sub-rule (3) shall be in writing and 
contain the reasons therefor. “So the pleadings of 
these paragraphs are also vague and unnecessary.” 

In paragraph 26 the petitioner alleged that no written ob- 
fections of the petitioner’s agents were entertained at the 
of the rejecting of certain ballot papers and that they were 
assured that there would be re-checlcing and also that they 
could not down the number of ballot papers. A refe¬ 
rence has been made to Schedule IV. It is again repetition of 
the pleadings which were raised in paragraphs 22 and 24. 
This paragraph is also vague and unnecessary as discussed 
above. 

In contradiction with his other averments, the petitioner 
pleaded in paragraph 27 that the application of his counting 
agent of table No. 16 was entertained and was rejected by 
(6e returning officer. The pleadings raised in this paragraph 
falsify his previous pleadings and they show that the peti¬ 
tioner did not come with clean hands. Under Rule 63 his 
application would be validly rejected by the Returning Officer. 
As such this has also been unnecessarily introduced in this 
petition. 

Again, in paragraph 28 it has been mentioned that an 
application was moved on behalf of the petitioner for re¬ 
counting and for rc-checking immediately after the comple¬ 
tion of the counting of votes and that the same was enter¬ 
tained by the RcturninE Officer and even the order of re- 
checking was passed but actually no re-checking was done, 
and rather contradictory order was pass^ on other appli¬ 
cation moved by the petitioner resulting into illegalities and 
irregularities. Again the averments of 'this paragraph show 
(hat the petitioner had made wrong allegations in his previous 
paragraphs that his written objections and applications were 
not ente tained. Further, he has not disclosed that what 
illcgalit'cs and irregularities were coromiitted during the 
course of counting. He himself pleaded that an order wns 
passed on his application or recounting. His contention that 
pcluallv no re-checking was done is not supported by anv 
convincing circumstances or documents. So this paragraph 
is frivolous. 

The pleading! of paragraph 29 Indicate that there haa 
been a large scale rlgginc In election and there has been an 
Improper and Hlegal counting. It Is not understandable that 
there could be rigfring in the counting. How there has been 
npv illep.alifv and improper counting is not cbirffied in this 
paragraph. It ia also not mentioned that who did this rigging 
and illegal and improper counting. So this paragraph Ii alao 
nnneesaary. 

There haa been repetition of the averments of paragraph 23 
in nnrapTsrh 30 of the petition. Since the entrrncc of twenty 
unauthorised persona has been mentioned in it, this peragraph 
Is also unneessary. 

In paragraph 31 the petitioner alleged that the Returning 
•fflcCT and the Assistant Returning officers avoided to en¬ 
tertain the applications In writing regarding the entry of 
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Linauthoriscd pcnons In the counting Pandal and that lome 
at them were armed, intending Sri Anancl Singh, M.P. and 
Sri Pujari (a known criminal). But he has not mentioned the 
names of other such intruders. He made a sweeping remark 
that he was a known criminal. He did not disclose as to 
what act was done by these alleged intrudcra and who were 
the Returning Officer and the Assistant Returning Officers 
was refused to entertain his apphcalions. It is not believable 
that the authorities refused to entertain hii applications. Thia 
ground has been made for the purpose of this petition and 
this groimd has also bear unnecessarily introduced. 

In paragraph 32 it has been detailed that the intruders 
used to intermeddle with the vaUot papers for keeping ths 
votes of other candidates in the bundle of respondent No. 1 
and that about 12,000 votes of the petitioner and more 
than 8000 votes of other candidates were included in the 
votes of respondent No. 1, as shown in Schedule V. Obviously 
these averments refer to corrupt practice and they do not 
have any link with the recounting. The averments made in 
this paragraph are not covered by the definition of ‘corrupt 
practice’ as contemplated by sections 100 and 123 of the 
Act, In case there was any reference to section 123(vii) of 
the Act, they cannot be said to be for the purpose of fur¬ 
thering the prospects of the election of any candidate. At 
belt they refer to the involvement of some officers and offi¬ 
cials, pos ed on counting duties, but they do not refer to 
respondent No. !. Fven anv name of any such officer or 
official has not been disclosed in ft. The figures of 14800 and 
8.500 in schedule V have been mentioned on the basis of 
imagination and conlecturcs. So this paragraph also has been 
introduced unnecessarily without there being any footing for 
the same. 

Tn pafagraph 33 It has been alleged that tile Returning 
Officer was not supervising the counting nor there has been 
anv checking or re-chcckiny of the ballot papers. It is aenin 
an averment against the Returning officer and not against 
respondent No. 1. Moreover, only vague allegations have been 
made in this paragraph without giving any specific instance 
that the Returning Officer evaded the performance of his duty 
even though his attention was drawn to the same, So the 
alle.paficns made in this paragraph are also vague, 

tn paragraph 34 it has beep mentioned that some of the 
counting supervisors of Tulsipur Assembly segment including 
Sri BhoJa Pandey had reported to the Assistant Returning 
Officer that the counting agents of respodnent No. 1 were 
themselves counting the votes. No name of any such count¬ 
ing agent has been mentioned nor it has been shown by 
any document that Sri Bbola Pandey had made any such 
report to any Assist.int Returning Officer. Any name of the 
counting supervisor has also not been mentioned. Also it has 
not been mentioned that at wbi"h fable soch counting ws 
being done by the counting agents of respondent no, 1. So 
the pleadings of this paragraphs are also vague 

In paragraph 35 the petitioner alleged that the transporta¬ 
tion of .ballot boxes had also not been done In accordance 
with law and that during the course of transnortation large 
number of ballot boxes were rrnorted to have been ♦a-ri-e-ed 
■with. The allenation.s arc agnln vexatious inri Tanne t-e-Piise 
it has not hcen disclosed that what sort of transportation wa* 
registered by law; and the retitfoner made averments in 
this upeafTranh on the basis of some mnnet hv pnmr- oer-nns 
He had no personal knowledge and he reeeh'ed renort fr-om 
some other oeraons who-e names also he ,-tid not disclose. 

In paragraph 36 the petitioner pleaded that it was on 
account of insertion of serious or duplicate ballot papers in 
ballot boxes in large number of polling booths of almost all 
the five assembly constituencies that the ballot papers kept 
in the ballot boxes has increased Or decreased and that at 
prfiling booth No, 67 of Balrampur Assembly Constituency 
the respondent No. 1 had secured only those hundred votea 
which were found to be in excew of the ballot papers u.sed 
at the polling booth aa mentioned in the ballot paper ac¬ 
count. He referred to Schedule VI. It does not refer to 
imorouer reiection of valid ballot paners. It is based on 
conjectures and inference. The Schodnle shows that at some 
Bvrrisla there has been a difference of one ballot 
paper and at others a difference of hundred ballot papers 
(a^ at serial No. 18) between the ballot papers used at the 


polling booth and the ballot papers found in the ballot boxes. 
So the Schedule la not an authentic proof of the allegations 
made in this paragraph. Then, the insertion of spurious ballot 
papers could only he possible with the collusion of the offi¬ 
cials. Therefore it is tantamount to corrupt practice and the 
urovisions of Section 83(1) (a) (b) and of Section 123(vii) of 
the Act come into play. ,Thc final result sheet is prepared 
in form 20 in two parts and there are various columns in 
the same. Had the i>etitioner been possessed of correct figures, 
he would have given those figure.i according to the columns 
of form No, 20. So these pleadings are also vague and 
unnecessarj'. 

The paragraph 37 of the petition refera to the case of 
action. Neither any cause of action has been detailed in the 
foregoing paragraphs nor it has been discussed in this para- 
iraph. So it is vague. Tlien follow the grounds of the Election 
Petition which are repetition of paragraphs No. 12 to 36. 

Tbe affidavit filed along with this Petition is not in confir- 
mity with the prescribed form No. 25. It was to be inserted 
nfter the words—corrupt practice of "that what have been 
the corrupt practices." Then, while verifying the affidavit it 
hns been mentioned that paragraphs 14, 15, ]6, 17 and ground 
No. 7 were apparently true within the knowledge of the 
petitioner. TTiere has not any verification regarding Schedule 
VL 

It Is not disputed that the proceedings of election comr 
mences as soon as the Notification is issued and ends with 
the declaration of the results. The result is declared u/s. 66 
of the Act. 


TTie petitioner relied on Annexure 1 and 2 which -were 
moved after the declaration of the results and there ha* 
b"on an order dated 29-12-84 of the Returning Officer. By 
means of these applications, the petitioner sought the re-check¬ 
ing of all the ballot papers. It has not been mentioned in 
these annexures land 2 that the petitioner’s counting agents 
were not here to see the proceeding of counting. Annexure 3 
Is another application dated 29-12-84 praying for second 
wholesale counting and alleging there has been a wrong 
cancellation of votes. According to Rule 63(2) and (3) and 
Rule 5_6-A(3') grounds for claiming recounting should have 
been given. Also, in these objections and applications these 
allegations were not made which have been introduced in 
«Vi, FUrtion Re'’'irin All this shows that the al'egafions of 
the Election Petition have been introduced for the purposes 
of the petition itself 

Tt has been argued on behalf of th» neritioner that there 
h'-s been a difference of more than 30no votes according to 
Schedules I to VT of the election petition and that the 
petitioner lost the election by 8656 votes onlv. But the 
petitioner h.as tried to plav the jugglery of figures only 
which figures were based on imagination, coniectures and 
surmises. He could not point out anv specific and definite 
in.stance in support of the figures which he gave in Sche¬ 
dules T to VT of the election petition. 

It has further been argued on behalf of the petitioner that 
the objections against the corrupt practices were raised in 
the miscellaneous application no. 43(E) of 1985 only and 
that they could not be raised while arguing on civil mis¬ 
cellaneous application no. 44(E). But this argument has 
no force because this Tribunal has to look into the con- 
(cuts of the entire pleadings of the parties. The petitioner 
' him.self intermingled various points of recounting with the 
points of corrupt practice. 


The respondent no, I relied on thp case of Prltpal Singh 
Vs. Ranjit Rai and others, (AIR 1984 Delhi 138) In which 
case the petitioner’s case was that Rule 56(3) was violated 
and it was held that since his agents had ample opportu¬ 
nity at the counting to note down the ballot papers which 
were sent to the Returning Officer, the petitioner should 
have given the serial number of the ballot papers, and the 
pollmg station number in relation to each ballot paper. It 
was further held that the allegations were vague and gene¬ 
ral and if an inspection was ordered, it would lead to a 
fishing enquiry with a view to find out some material to 
•support the petitioner’s case that he would have secured a 
larger number of votes than be actually secured. Reference 
to the case of Dr. Jagjlt Singh Vs. Oiani Kartar Singh and 
others (AIR 1966 S.C. 773 at page 783) was given in which 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court had again and again emphasised 
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that an election i>elitioncr who wai a defeated candidate 
iiad ample opportunly under the rules to examine the vot¬ 
ing papers before ihey were counted, and, in case, the objec¬ 
tions raised by him or his election agents, he knew prima 
f’cie the nature of the objections raised by him and the 
voting papeis to vyhich those objections related, and also 
titat vague or general allegations that valid votes were im¬ 
properly rejected, or invalid votes were improperly accepted 
would not serve the purpose which section 83(1) has in 
mind. The figure given in the cited case was considered to 
is a figment of the imagination of the petitioner. 

The respondent further relied on the case of S. Raghbir 
Singh 'Gill Vs, S, Gurcharan Singh Tohra and others (AIR 
1980 S.C. 1362) in which case it was held that recounting 
cannot be ordered just for the asking. And that a petition 
for recount after inspection of the ballot papers must con¬ 
tain an adequate statement on material facts on which the 
petitioner relies in support of his case and that the Tri¬ 
bunal must bo prima facie satisfied that in order to decide 
the dispute and to do complete justice between the parties, 
an inspection of the ballot papers is necessary. As was 
held formerly also, it was further held In this case that the 
discretion conferred in this behalf should not be exercisea 
in such a way so as to enable the applicant to indulge in a 
roving inquiry with a view to fishing out materials for dec¬ 
laring the election void. 

In the case of Bhabhl Vs. Sheo Govind and others (AIR 
1975 S.C. 2117), certain imperative conditions have been 
laid down which before' the Court can order inspection of 
ballot papers. TIic petition does not fulfil these conditions, 
as discussed at length considering every relevant paragraph 
of the petition. 

On the other hand, the petitioner relied on tbe case of 
K. Venkateswara Rao Vs. Bekkam Narasimha Reddi and 
others (AIR 1969 S,C. 872) in which case it was held that 
taint of corrupt practice attaches both to the payee ' 
payer of illegiil crratification and that necessary party must 
be joined with In the period of limitation. The facts of 
this case are not applicable to the present case, 

The petitioner relied on the case of S. Siwaswami Vs, V. 
Malaikannan and others (AIR 1983 S.C, 1293) in which 
case It was held that a ballot paper should not be reiectrd 
if ma’-king on ballot paper is indicative of identity of 
candidate for whom vote is cast. But the petitioner has not 
disclosed such ballot papers where the identity of the candi¬ 
date for whom the vote was cast was indicated and the 
same was reieoted. He simply made averments with a view 
tq roving enquiry. 

The petitioner relied on the case of Arun Kumar Bose 
Vs. Mohd. Furkan Ansari and others (AIR 1983 S.C, 91) 
in which case, the particulars of the ballot papers were not 
shown as they were not available during counting and it 
was held that pleadings set out material facts and no de¬ 
fect could be found with It. In the cited case, the number 
of wrongly rejected ballot pacers was also furnished. It 
has not been established that the particulars Of ballot pape’-s 
Vere not avairablr to the agents of the pelllioner dming 
counting. It was further held in this case that the returned 
candidate bad not sought recrimination while the netitioner 
claimed receipt of majority of votes, and it was held that 
the claim of the petitioner could not be combated on ground 
that if remaining rejected ballot papers has been counted, 
petitioner would have polled majority of votes. The case 
cited in AIR 1982 S.C. 1959 was also considered In this 
case alongwith tbe case of P. Malai Cham! Vs. M. Andi 
Ambalam and others (AIR. 1973 S.C. 2077), But tbe 
facts of the cited ease are absolutely different from tbe Ins¬ 
tant case. The nleadings of the Election petition a^e not 
covered bv the facts of the cited case. In tbe cited case, 
involfd ballot par«rs were refected for r/ant of the signatures 
of tbe polling officer. During trial, it w^as found that 
rejection of 74 ballot papers for want of the polling offi¬ 
cer’s signatures was not iustifled. Tlie petitioner in that 
case bad secured in the first round 3160 votes while the 
respondent no. 1 could get only 4848 and another candidate 
had received 1172 votes. During trial, it was held that the 
respondent had received he majority votes polled at the 
election, and the decision of the trial court was upheld In 
appeal with the observation that fhe appellant happened to 
he an Advocate and he was expected to know the law. 


Thus, the paragraphs 11 to 18 of the petition have either 
been unnecessary or vague or vexatious. The paragraphs 19 
to 36 contain allegC-tions of wrong counting of votes and 
improer rejection of valid votes. But not a liugle material 
tact in support of these allegations has been set out- The 
pleading violated the provisions of section 100 li) (d) (IV) 
of the Act, although the pleadings have been made with a 
view to show that there has been a violation of the pro¬ 
visions of law. This principle of law is laid down in the 
case of Hari Ram Vs, Hira Singh [1984(2) S.C. Cases 36]. 
These pleadings referring to the wrong counting and im¬ 
proper rejection of valid votes have also been vague, fri¬ 
volous, vexation or unnecessary. AH these pleadings are, 
therefore liable to be struck down. The paragraphs 1 to 
10 are statement of facts which are not sufficient to continue 
the Election petition. The paragraph 37 of the Election 
[Petition does not contain the cause of action for tbe cause 
of action is disclosed in other paragraphs. On the basis of 
some figures which were pleaded as a result of imagination 
and surmises, it cannot be inferred that material facts and 
cause of action have been established. As such, there Is 
nothing more in the case to be done and the case is at the 
stage of ‘conclusion of trial’ as contemplated by Section 98 
of the Act. In view of the case of Hardwarl La] Vs. Kanwar 
Singh (1972 S.C. 515), an Election Petition has to be tried, 
as nearly as may be, In accordance with the Code of Civil 
Procedure, as is the spirit of section 87 of the Act, and It 
is likely to be dismissed like a suit which does not furnish 
a cause of action. 

Therefore, the Civil Misc. Applications 43(3) and 44(E) 
are allowed while the objections vide 51(1) and 52(E) are 
dismissed. 

The Election petition No. 6 of 1985 is dismissed with 
costs to the contesting respondent no. 1 which costs are 
assessed at Rs. 2000. The costs shall be paid out of the se¬ 
curity money. 

Substance of the Judgment shall be sent forthwith to the 
Election Commission and the Hon’ble Speaker of the T.nk 
Sabha, Certified copies of the judgment shall be expediti¬ 
ously sent to the Election Commission in duplicate. 

PARKfESHWAR DAYAL 
[No. 82|UP-HP|6l85fLKW) 3823] 
S, C. JAIN, Secy. 

Election Commission of India 
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CORRIGENDUM 
New Delhi, the 21st April, 1986 

O.N. 93.—In the Election Commission’s Notification 
No. 154|KT|85, dated the 27th March. 1986 published in 
the Gazette of India, Part 11. Section 3(lii). regarding desig- 
nalionlappointment of the Chief Electoral Officer, Karnataka, 
fo 7 the words “Shrl G. Muniyappa, IAS, Secretary to Gov¬ 
ernment Cooperation Department, Government of Karna¬ 
taka” the following words shall be substituted :— 

“Shri G. Muniyappa, IAS, Scretary to Government 
Education Department, Government of Karnataka". 

iNo. 1541KTI8JI 
By Order, 

R. P. BHALLA, Secy. 


PRINTED BY THE MANAGER, GOVT. OF INDIA PRESS, RING ROAD, NEW DELHI-110064 
AND PDILIRBZD BY TBl OONTIOLLIl OF pUBUCAHONB, DBLHl- 110054 , 19 f 6 ' 






